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CECOS International Incorporated

Other (Former) Names of site: Niagara Recycling

EPA Identification Number: ' NYD080336241
Facility Location: 5600 Niagara Falls Boulevard, Niagara Falls, New York @
Facility Contact: , Sandy DiSalvo, (716) 282-2676, x. 204
EPA Contact: Ellen Stein, (212) 637-4114, stein.ellén@ega.gov
New Jersey Department of Environmental Protection Nelson Schnabel, (716) 851-7220, nfschnab@gw.dec.state.ny.us
(NJDEP) Case Manager: Kent Johnson (518) 457-8594, I@]‘?hnso@gw.dec.state.ny.us
Last Updated: April 2010
7 Human Exposures >Under éontrol [PDE 1.45 MB, 6 pp] has been

verified.
Groundwater Contamination Under Control [PDF 1.51 MB, 8 pp] has
been verified.

' Environmental Indicator Status:

Site Description

CECOS International, Inc. is located on a 385-acre tract in an industrial-commercial area of Niagara County. The majority of the
site is in the town of Niagara; however, a portion of the site is in Niagara Falls. The facility contains a variety of waste operations,
including an operating sanitary landfill, 10 closed landfills, a wastewater treatment facility and a container storage facility. The site
was first used for waste disposal in 1897 and has been used for hazardous waste treatment storage and disposal since 1977.

Site Responsibility and Legal Instrument

6 NYCRR part 373 operating and post-closure permit issued by New York State Department of Environmental Conservation
(NYSDEC).

Potential Threats and Contaminants

As required by New York State Department of Environmental Conservation 6 NYCRR part 373-2 and United States Environmental
Protection Agency Hazardous and Solid Waste Amendments of 1984 permits, CECOS has investigated 47 Solid Waste Management
Units (SWMU's) and site-wide Areas of Concern (AOC) at the CECOS facility. Based upon the investigations, it was determined that
hazardous waste constituents had been released to the fill/soil and groundwater beneath the facility. A Resource Conservation and
Recovery Act (RCRA) Facility Investigation (RFI) has been conducted and a final corrective action of groundwater recovery was
approved in February 1995.

The most significant area of contamination attributable to CECOS's operations is located in the central area of the facility.
Evaluation of possible sources indicated that the former Phase I Wastewater Treatment Impoundments were the principle source of
the contamination. Other inactive sources in the central area have also released hazardous waste constituents to the groundwater.

None of the observed contamination has been attributed to CECOS's five hazardous waste landfills that were formerly operated at
the site.

CECOS implemented interim corrective measures at locations where significant soil or groundwater contamination were found. The
purpose of the interim measures has been to minimize the spread of the contamination and, ultimately, to improve groundwater
quality in the affected areas.

The most significant source of groundwater contamination in the area of the facility is the adjacent 24-acre unlined dump site
known as NECCO (Niagara Electrochemical Company) Park. This dump site, which is being addressed by EPA's Superfund program,
is located adjacent to the southwest quadrant of the CECOS facility and is bordered on three sides by CECOS.

NECCO Park is owned and operated by E.I. DuPont de Nemours and Company, Inc. and was previously used for the disposal of
thousands of tons of industrial and hazardous wastes. Studies of the NECCO Park site indicate that the vast majority of the
contamination that has been found in the vicinity of CECOS is attributable to releases from the NECCO Park dump site. DuPont has
voluntarily implemented an interim groundwater remedial program to partially mitigate the environmental impacts associated with
NECCO Park. Additional remedial activities are planned for the facility.

Cleanup Approach and Progress

Because of the long-term potential for off-site migration, the contaminated groundwater is the principle threat to human health and
the environment at the CECOS facility. The remedy focuses on the recovery of contaminated groundwater in the central area of the
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CECOS facility, maintenance of existing infiltration controls (caps and pavement) and tﬂﬂwﬂmﬁfg-eﬁm&@wuﬁ%‘ﬁmﬁmg
off-site. The cleanup objectives are to prevent human exposure to contaminated groundwater afit $81RE, o d4ERMSakRyB 07, 2015
containing contaminants, to reduce the migration of contaminants from soil to groundwater, and to reduce the migration of
contaminants through the groundwater.

It should also be noted that ongoing development of sanitary landfill cells at this site is essentially a "brownfields" re-use of areas of
the site. This re-use also serves to place cover (both bottom and top liners) that stops surface water infiltration and thus serves to
reduce the volume of contaminated groundwater that is generated. This, in turn, reduces the overall threat of contaminated
groundwater leaving the site.

With the implementation of the interim measures, contaminated soils have been excavated and the Phase I impoundments were
closed, graded and capped. Since 1991 CECOS has recovered and treated more than 65 million gallons of groundwater as part of
the corrective action. Total concentrations of contaminants within the plume of groundwater have been greatly reduced.

Final Cleanup Status or Projection
* Final Remedy Construction (RCRAInfo database code CA550) has been achieved.

Permit Status

The facility currently has a 6 NYCRR part 373 operating and post-closure permit. This RCRA permit was issued to CECOS with the
effective date November 4, 2009 and the expiration date November 2014.The 47-day public comment period ended on November
2, 2009 and no comments were received as of that date.

The RCRA permit for CECOS will allow it to continue existing monitoring and maintenance of closed hazardous waste units, and to
continue final corrective action remedies which address site-wide soil and groundwater contamination at the facility. The permit
renewal addresses the continuing implementation of corrective action associated with past waste management activities such as:

* Post -closure maintenance of closed hazardous waste landfills;
* Continued implementation of the final corrective action remedies for site-wide contamination; and
¢ Perpetual care for closed hazardous waste landfills and corrective action systems.

Site Repository

Copies of supporting technical documents and correspondence cited in this fact sheet are available for public review at:
New York State Department of Environmental Conservation - Region 9

270 Michigan Avenue

Buffalo, NY 14203

(716) 851-7220

The New York State Department of Environmental Conservation (NYSDEC) makes its public records available for a review under the
Freedom of Information Law (FOIL). .

http://www.epa.gov/region02/waste/fscecos.htm 6/25/7015
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¥r, Peter Y., Tarnawskyj
?egional Ceneral Manacer
Fnvironrental Fealth and Safety Department®
Cecos International, Inc.
321 Xenmore Avenue
Puffalo, Vew York 14207 '

3

Near Mr, Tarnawskyi:

This letter responds to the application submitted by Cecos
International, Inc. (Qecos) requesting approval by the Pegional
Administrator of the United States Environmental Protection
Rocency (EPA) Region II for the operation of a landfill to be
utilized for the disposal of polychlerinated biphenyls (PCPs)

at Cecos' Niaoara Falls, Mew York facility. W¥hile we have
granted the 3equestea anproval, the Rgency anticipates strict
compliance with the reaulatione and conditions of the approval,
which are outlined in areater detail bhelow. The Region intends
to enforce fully the conditions of the annroval.

This aporoval for disposal of PCRs in SCHMP Vo, 5 imposes vupon
Cecor the resnonsibility to comply with all applicable Federal,
ftate and local requlations. While this anvroval is issued on
the kasis of Cecos' compliance with 4n CFR 761.75, I must
ernhasize that any violations of 40 CFR 761 or of the conditions
of this abvroval mav result in an administrative enforcemrent
action seeking the maximum statutory penalties. 1In addition,
you are advised that this arproval may be revoked, modified or
otherwise altered, at any time when FPA finds evidence that a
violation of the conditions of this approval letter, 40 CFR 7§61,
or other avprlicable ruvles and requlations has occurred, For
approoriate violations of 40 CFP Part 761 or for noncompliance
with conditions of the aporoval, the Raency will consider re-

vocation or a terporary suspension of this approval in addition
to monetary penalties.

Furthermore, receint of evidence that a'ﬁisrepresentation of

any material fact has heen made in the Cecos aoplication, or
that relevant facts have not been disclosed, shall constitute
sufficient‘cause fer revocation or modification of this approval.
TTA Reqgion I grants the requested approval, based

findinas and sukject to the limitations enumerated below. The
approval is effective or the date of this letter. This new
lanA@fill will bhe in addition to the landfills located at Cecos'

upon the



“iamara Talle, Yew York facility already arcroved fer PCT
Ajermosal by TPR Pecion IT (letters eof Auqust 17, 1979, March
7, 19f0 ard Necerker 21, 1971), &

recrlations aoverning the Aisposal and marking of PCPs were
crorulaated by FPA pursuant to Section 6(e)(1) of the Toxic
cukstances Control Act (TSC2), 15 0.S.C. Section 2605(e)(1).
These requlations are codified as Part 761 of Title 40 of the
Code of Pederal Pegulations (40 CPR §761.1, et seq.). They
trovide that disrosal of PCPs is permitted only at facilities
approved by EPA, !

Cecos requested, by its initial application submittal of July
20, 1980, that Secure Chemical Management Facility (SCMFP) Yo.

£ at its Packard Poad/Pine Rvenue site, N¥iagara Falls, Vew
York, be aoproved as a PCB disposal site. Ad1itional documents
in suopvort of the =subject arplication have been subritted to
FPA Reqgion II hy Cecos with correspondence dated May 29, 1981,
February 15, 1984, “ay 22, 1984, June 5, 1984, Rugust 1, 1984,
October 1P, 1984, October 23, 1984 and October 24, 1984,

2 public comment period@ was provided on the Cecos application

fror August 21, 19R4 to September 21, 1984. Yo comments were
received.

Pfter review of the surmitted apprlication and supporting documents,
I have determined that SCHP No. S merits approval. This approval
is based upon my evaluation that the landfill meets all of the
reaquirements of 40 CFR §761.75 (Chemical ¥aste Landfills)

with the following exceptions:

A. The landfill is not located at least 50 feet hicher than
the nearest oroundwater elevation, and its orientation to
the highest aroundwater table is not in strict compliance
with the reguirements of 40 CFR §761.75(b)(3). FRowever,
the 1andfill is designed to collect internal leachate via ~
collection sumps, and is equipped with a low permeability.
liner composed of clay and high density polyethylene., It
is my assessment, bascd on the information submitted :
Cecos, that this design should prevent leachate migration, ;

B, Thisz 1andfill has a Flammatle Cell for disposal of wartes \
that have flashpoints between B0°F and 140°F, This is not \
ir accordance with the requirerents of 40 CFR §761,75(b)(8) '\
(1ii). 1T have determined that this deviation from the %%
requirements of the requlation is justified, based upon LW
the followina: , -

1. The Plamrable Cell is separated from adjacent K
cells by a gix-foot wide clay Lberr. '

2., The Flammable Cell contains its own leachate
collection systerm and, consequently, is not
hvdraulicallv cernected to the other landfill
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Ct istopher J. Dagaett
Regional Administrator

Enclosure

CC: HWHenry c, Williams

Commissioner, WYSDPEC w/encl.

becce nmr, Forman g, Nosenchuck, P.E,

Director, Division of Solig and Hazardous
NYSPEC w/encl,

Fdwarg Belmore, P.E.
"YSpec, Region 9 w/encl.

Frank Grabar,
rysnecC, Region 9 w/encl,
D. Rraft, 2ES-pTgQ w/encl.

J. Progard, 2AWM-SW w/encl.
R. mesta, 2PM-PpPA w/encl,

L% )

S,

will not present

njury to health or the environment

Posal is granted
to th

is letter, and

arolication ang

Waste




Rl : o ST S

APPENDIX

I. Cecos' SCMF No. 5 PCB Approval Conditions =

A. PCBs which are authorized for disposal in SCMF No. 5's Toxic Cell
(Subcell No. 1) are limited to the following:

1. Liquids containing a PCB concentration of 50 parts per million
(ppm), or greater, but less than 500 ppml
‘

2. .PQB contaminated absorbent lnterinlg from spill cleanup

- 3. PCB contaminated soil |
4, PCB contaminated rags

.5. PCB contaminated construction, demolition and grubbing debris.
6. Dredged material from water courses

7. Municipal treatment sludges

<0 -

8. PCB articles:

"'4) PCB transformers drained and flushed as designated in 40
CFR §761.60(b)(1)(1)(B)

i11) PCB capacitors containing PCBs at a concentration of 50 ppm
or greater, but less than 500 ppm

"4111) Other PCB articles within a PCB concentration of 500 ppm or
greater drained as designated in 40 CFR §761.60(b)(5)(1)(B)

iv) Other drained PCB articles which under 40 CFR §761.60(b) may be
disposed as municipal solid waste

9. PCB containers drained as designated in 40 CFR $761.60(c)
10. PCBs which are not identified in above items 1-9, contain-

ing a PCB concentration of 50 ppm or greater, but less than
500 ppm.l :

1

PCB concentration determination is made prior to any dilution, pre-
treatment and/or stabilization

-
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B. The following shall be appended to Cecos' Operations Report:™

1.

2.

3.

PCB disposal as authorized by this approval shall b
confined to SCMF No. 5's Toxic Cell., '

Materials which exhibit flashpoints less than 140°F may
only be disposed of in the Flammable Cell (Subcell No. 4).

No vehicles will enter the Toxic Cell. The only exception
will be necessary landfill equipment in the Toxic Cell and
trucks bringing in bulk materials for disposal in the Toxic
Cell. Al vehicles/equipment leaving the Toxic Cell which
have not directly been in contact with PCBs will be directed
to designated wash areas for external rinsing. All vehicles/
equipment in direct contact with PCBs will be decontaminated
as directed in 40 CFR §761.79(b) for movable equipment used
in storage prior to leaving the Cell. Following decontamina-

tion as directed in 40 CFR §761.79(b), the vehicles/equipment

will be directed to designated wash areas for external rinsing.

Prior to accepting PCBs identified under Condition A(1) and
A(10) for disposal, the following procedures shall be
followed:

a. Batch testing must be performed on representative samples
(obtained utilizing the procedures designated in SW-8461,
Section 1) of the contents of each transport vehicle to
determine the PCB concentration. No dilution, pretreatment
and/or stabilization shall have been performed on these
PCBs prior to this testing.

PCB analyses may only be performed by laboratories which
comply with a quality assurance program approved by EPA
Region II. Verification of this fact must accompany
each analysis for the results to be considered valid.

1
Test Methods for Evaluating Solid Waste/Physical/Chemical Methods,
July 1982, SW-846, 2nd Edition.
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5. Prior to disposing of PCBs identified under Cohditions A(l),

A(6), A(7) and A(10) the following procedures will be
followed:

a. Representative samples (obtained utilizing the procedures
designated in SW-8461, Section 1) of the contents of each
transport vehicle shall be obtained. This sample shall
be stabilized and/or pretreated with highly sorbent
biologically-resistant material, so that, when subjected
to the structural integrity test designated in (1) below,
it meets the performance criteria designated in (1i) below:

¢
i. Structural Integrity Test:

1. Equipment: Compaction tester having 1.25" diameter
hammer, weight 0.73 1bs. and having a free
fall of 6. One suitable device is avail-
able from the Associate Design and
Manufacturing Company, Alexandria,
Virginia, as Part No. 125.

2. Procedures: a. Obtain a representative sample (mini-"
mum 100 grams) of the waste to be tested
utilizing the procedures designated in
SW-8461, Section 1.

b. Fill the samplé holder with the pre-
weighed representative sample. If the
sample is a monolithic block, then cut

out a representative sample from the block.

c. Place the sample holder into the compac-
tion tester, then raise the hammer to its
maxinmum height and drop it. This step should
be repeated 15 times.

d. Remove the now-compacted sample from the
tester and separate it into component phases
utilizing the methods designated in SW-8461
Method 1310, Section 7.15. Weigh the

solid portion and compare to original sample
weight.

-

1

Test Methods for Evaluating Solid Waste/Physical/Chenical Methods, July
1982, SW-846, 2nd Edition.

- PRESTGANTRGT ROV VI D 4, 47 /9 03" r== -
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6.

ii.

W,

-4~
Performance Criteria for Sample:

1. The saﬂple must display a noticeable reduction
in unit volume while remaining consolidated.™

2., The sample must contain five percent or iess
free 1iquid (as measured by comparing the weight
of the liquid to the weight of the total sample).

b. The same procedures developed for stablization and/or
pretreatment of the representative samples in Condition

B(

5)(a) shall be applied to the’contents of each trans-

port vehicle for disposal. '

Cecos' on-site laboratory facility shall maintain a monthly
record, listing by contents of individual transport vehicles,
the data designated below for PCBs identified under Conditions
A(1), A(6), A(7) and A(10), excepting Condition B(6)(c) for
A(6) and A(7). This data shall be submitted to EPA Region

II on

b.

Co

f.

a monthly basis.

The quantity of material prior to stabilization or
pretreatment.

The quantity of material disposed without prior
stabilization or pretreatment. 5

The PCB concentration obtained utilizing the pro-
cedures designated in Condition B(4)(a) includ-

ing the date of the analysis and the laboratory con-
ducting the test.

The method of stablization and/or pretreatment

determined utilizing the procedures designated in
Condition B(5).

The results of the structural integrity test performed
utilizing the procedures designated in Condition

B(5) and an indication of the laboratory conducting
the test.

. ¢ l
The quantity of stabilized and/or pretreated material

disposed, the three dimensional grid location and the
disposal date.



7.

9.

10.

11.

12,

13,

-5=

Maximum leachate levels as monitored in the standpipes

shall not exceed a depth of one foot directly above the.
lovest elevation of the top of the clay soils cover, overlying
the high density polyethylene (HDPE) membrane liner of the
area being drained in the Toxic Cell.

In the event the maximum leachate level designated in
Condition B(7) is exceeded, Cecos shall provide EPA Region
I1's PCB Disposal Coordinator, notificaﬁ}on by telephone at
(212) 264-0504/0505, no later than the close of business on
the next regular business day. Cecos shall implement measures
to bring the leachate levels into compliance within a five
day period. Cecos shall also submit a report to EPA Region II
within 30 days of each occurrence stating why the maximum
leachate level was exceeded and the measures implemented to
bring the leachate level into compliance.

Standpipes are to be covered at all times during site
operation (except when such activities as pumping, taking
level reading, or performing maintenance require otherwise)
and after closure.

One operable submersible leachate pump shall be provided for
the Toxic Cell and one additional operable leachate pump
shall be provided for the central sump and the leachate tank.
These pumps shall be stored in a place of ready access at all
times 80 as to be readily available for the purpose of replac-
ing the leachate pump in the central sump or leachate tank,
should failure occur and for installation in the standpipe
in the Toxic Cell in the event that circumstances other than
pump failure result in failure of the leachate collection

and withdrawal system. Leachate pumps shall be installed
within 48 hours of such failure. Leachate pumps shall be
fitted with power failure and high leachate level indicator

alarms centrally located at a place of continual, if not
continuous attendance.

Any ponded water within the landfill, must be treated as
leachate and shall be removed within 24 hours.

No waste or antagonistic waste mixture shall be placed
or produced in SCMF No. 5 which are known to possess the
chenmical or physical-chemical ability to penetrate the
compacted clay and ‘synthetic membrane liners.

Special attention shall be given to maintaining the integrity
of exposed clay soils that ultimately form the floor and
sidewalls of SCMF No. 5. Maintenance of the clay soils

shall include, but not be limited to, remedial work necessary
to eliminate dessication cracks, minimizing weathering of

this ¢ soil surface, and necessary protection in trafficked
areas_in the interim period before it is covered with waste.

TR
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A report for Cecos' SCMF No. 5 containing the results of monthly
analyses of samples obtained from Conditions C(4), (5) and (6)
below must be submitted to EPA Region II on a monthly basis. A
similar report for Conditions C(1), (2) and (3) below must be sub-
mitted every two months. The items referenced above are:

1. Top of Clay Monitoring Well Nos. SW-TOC, NW-TOC and NE-TOC.

2. Top of Rock Monitoring Well Nos. SW-2 (TOR), NW-2 (TOR),
SE-1B (TOR) and NE-TOR.

3 Bedrock Monitoring Well Nos. SW-1, KW-1B, NE-1 and SE-2

4. Surface water from the perimeter drainage channels oﬁ the
north, south, east and west side of SCMF No. 5.

5. Internal leachate from standpipe in the Toxic Cell

St —
——

6. Internal leachate from standpipes in the Heavy Metals Cell,
General Cell, and the Flammable Cell (composited).

The above listed samples shall be analyzed for at least the following
parameters:

(a) PCBs

(b) pH

(c) Specific conductance

(d) Volatile chlorinated organics

The height of the internal leachate ghall be recorded from the stand-
Pipe in the Toxic Cell daily, and from the remaining cells referenced
above at the time of the sampling referenced above. This recorded

height of internal leachate data must be submitted with the above ref-
erenced monthly report. The water elevations in the above designated
monitoring wells shall be recorded at the time of the sampling referenced
above and submitted to EPA Region II with the corresponding results of
analyses. In all cases, the sampling and analytical procedures

utilized must be specified. The submittal of these reports (and all
other written reports required by this letter) shall be made to:

United States Environmental Protection Agency
Region I

26 Federal Plaza, Room 432
New York, New York 10278

ATIN: Permits Administration Branch

A

e PN
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The first samples for analyses shall be collected prior to dilpoual
of PCBs in SCMF No. 5. The first submittal shall be accompanied

by the manual of sampling, analytical and quality assurance procedures
used in the sampling and analyses for the above designated sampling
points and parameters for Condition B(4)(a) and for Condition I.

D. Upon closure of SCMF No. 5, the requirements of Condition C
will be amended by the following: ot

1. During the first year after closure of SCMF No. 5, reports
for SCMF No. 5 must be submitted to EPA Region II containing
the results of analyses of samples obtained on an every other
month basis for sampling points under Conditions C(1), (2) and
(3) for pH, specific conductance and volatile chlorinated
organics, and on a semiannual basis from sampling points
under Conditions C(1), (2) and (3) for PCBs and from sampling

points under Conditions C(4), (5) and (6) for all four listed
parameters. '

-0 -

2. From years 2 through 6 after closure of SCMF No. 5 reports
— for SCMF No. 5 must be submitted to EPA Region II containing

the results of analyses of samples obtained on a quarterly
basis from samplircg points under Conditions C(1l), (2), (3)
for pH, specific conductance and volatile chlorinated organics
and on a semiannual basis from sampling points under Conditions
C(1), (2) and (3) for PCBs and from sampling points under
Conditions (4), (5) and (6) for all listed parameters.

3. From years 7 through 30 after closure of SLF No. 11, reports
for SCMF No. 5 must be submitted to EPA Region II containing
the results of analyses of samples obtained on a semi-annual
basis from sampling points under Conditions C(1) (2) and (3)
and on an annual basis from sampling points under Conditions C
(4), (5) and (6) for all four listed parameters.

E. Prior to disposal of PCBs in SCMF No. 5, Cecos shall submit to EPA
Region II an independent registered professional engineer's written
certification, including as-built drawings, that SCMF No. 5 and
related appurtenances were constructed in accordance with the design

specifications and operating procedures stated in its application
and supporting documents.

* 3



G.

I.

J.

K.

L.

-8-

The groundwater, surfacewater and leachate monitoring and reporting
requirements of Conditions C, D and I may, as required by EPA Region
1I, be revised upon revision of the 40 CFR Part 265 groundwater moni-
toring program under the Resource Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA)
currently being conducted at the Cecos site and/or upon final develop-

ment and implementation of a 40 CFR Part 264 groundwater monitoring
program under RCRA.

Cecos shall submit to EPA Region II within rinety days of the closure
of SCMF No. 5, a copy of the complete report of all waste disposed

in SCMF No. 5 including a 3 dimensional grid and a concise description
of each waste.

Cecos shall submit to EPA Region II reports detailing the inspection
and maintenance activities which were conducted at SCMF No. 5 after
its closure. These reports will be compiled and submitted to EPA

Region II at a minimum of six month intervals for a period of
30 years.

A report shall be submitted by Cecos to EPA Region 1I, on a semiannual
basis prior to closure of SCMF No. 5 and annually after closure of
SCMF No. 5 for a period of thirty years, indicating the level of
organic priority pollutants contained in the samples obtained from
sampling points under Conditions C. In all cases, the sampling and
analytical procedures used shall be specified.

At a frequency not to exceed once per month, EPA Region 11 may provide
Cecos with a quality assurance sample. This sample shall be analyzed
for the same parameters as the monitoring well samples specified in
Conditions C and I above. The results of these analyses shall be

submitted by Cecos to EPA Region II within 60 days of Cecos' receipt of
the sample.

A report shall be submitted by Cecos to EPA Region II yearly, beginning
no later than July 1985, which specifies the manner in which PCBs
were handled at SCMF No. 5 during the previous calendar year. This

report shall be in conformance with the requirements set forth in
40 CFR $761.180(b).

On a semiannual basis during the operational life of the landfill,

a copy of all reports provided to Cecos from on-site inspections,
visits, drills, or recommendations from official regulatory and/

or safety organizations (including but not limited to fire

conpanies, hospital services and the U. S. Occupational Safety

and Health Administration) shall be submitted by Cecos to EPA Region 1I.

Cecos must allow any duly-designated representative of EPA to inspect
SCMF No. 5 and appurtenances, and all records and testing facilities,
and to take such sanples as may be necessary so as to monitor and
enforce EPA's PCB Marking and Disposal Regulations (40 CFR §761.1 et
ggg.). Any refusal to allow such an inspection (as authorized by

Section 11 of TSCA) shall be grounds for immediate termination of
this approval.
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N. Cezo0s must adhere to all design specifications and operating procedures
stated in its application and supporting documents. (A complete list
- of these documents is in II below.) Deviations from these specifica-

tions or procedures are allowed only if written authorization is
provided by EPA Region II.

O. Upon closure of SCMF No. 5, Cecos shall submit an independent registered
professional engineer's written certification, including as-built
drawings, that the closure construction was in accordance with the
design specifications and operating procedures stated in Cecos'
application and supporting documents.

II. Application and Supporting Documents for SCMF No. 5

1. July 20, 1980 letter from Ernest R. Gedeon, of Cecos to
" Charles W. Warren, EPA Regional Administrator, transmitting
Cecos' application for PCB disposal authorization for SCMF
No. 5, which included the following documents:

a. "Supplemental Draft Environmental Impact Statement for
Proposgd SCMF No. 4 and No. 5."

b. ©“SCMF No. 5, Volume I, Engineering Report,” June 1980.
ce T"SCMF No. 5, Volume II, Engineering Report Plan,” June 1980.
d. “Facilities Operation Plan SCMF No. 4 and 5."

e. “Supplement No. 1 to Facilities Operation Plan, Subcell
and Area Segregation, SCMF No. 5."

f. "Monitoring Maintenance and Contingency Plan SCMF No. 4
and No. 5," June 27, 1980.

g. "Evaluation of Impact of Acid Neutralization Waste on Clay,
Cecos Acid Neutralization Ponds,” June 13, 1980.

h. "Study on the Resistance of Synthetic Liners to the Chemicals
in SCMF No. 3 Sub—Cells,” July 8, 1980.

I. “Discussion - 80 mil HDPE Membrane with One Foot Clay
: Protection barrier vs. 30 mil Hypalon Membrane with Two
Foot Clay Protection Barrier,” August 16, 1978.

J. “HDPE Membrane, Technical Information and Tests Reports,”
August 16, 1978,

. K. “Drainage Study - Secure Landfills No. 4 and No. 5, May 25, 1980.



2.

3.

4.

3.

6.

7.

-10- .

May 29, 1981 letter from Peter M. Tarnawskyj of Cecos to
Catherine Massimino, EPA transmitting the following documents
relevant to PCB authorization application for SCMF No.* 5:

b.

Ce

d.

February 15, 1984 letter from Peter M. Tarnawskyj of Cecos to

“Revised Groundwater Monitoring Program Proposed éCHF
Nos. & and 5 Packard Road/Pine Avenue Site,” April 24, 1981.

“Supplemental Hydrogeologic Study of Packard Road/Pine
Avenue Site,” April 24, 1981. ;

¢
“Physical and Chemical Immobilization for SCMF Disposal,”
May 1981. ‘

"Monitoring, Maintenance and Contgency Plan SCMF Nos. &
and 5, May 6, 1981.

“Errata Sheets and Transmittal Letter of May 15, 1981 from
Robert A. Stadelmaier, Cecos to Messrs Spagnoli and
Nosenchuck.”

Catherine Massimino, EPA transmitting the following documents:

b.

“Supplemental Engineering Report for SCMF No. 5," January
1984. (includes revised drawings Nos. 1-20) ~

“Facilities Operation Plan SCMF.”

June 5, 1984 letter from Peter M. Tarnawskyj of Cecos to
Jacqueline E. Schafer, Regional Administrator, EPA Region II

transmitting "Supplemental Engineering Report for SCMF No. 5,"
May 1984,

August 1, 1984 letter from Peter M. Tarnawskyj of Cecos to
Ernest A. Regna, EPA transmitting Attachments 1(a-£f) and
2(a-g) in response to EPA's July 24, 1984 letter.

"Addendum II to the Site Drainage Plan for Newco Waste Systems,
Inc.,” April 1983,

i

October 18, 23 and 24, 1984 .ubnittais from Peter M. Tarnawsky]
of Cecos to Catherine Massimino, EPA transmitting groundwater
monitoring well locations and details for SCMF No. 5.

o3
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DATE:

SUBJECT:

FROM:

TO:

~

-

2 J DEC 14 1984

UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY

. f:fi/Cla

Signature for TSCA PCB Disposal Authorization for
Cecos International, Inc., Niagara Falls, New York

Conrad Simon, Director # J
Air & Waste Management Division (2AWM) &=

Christopher J. Daggett
Regional Administrator (2RA)

Attached for your signature i1s a Toxic Substance Control Act (TSCA) poly-
chlorinated biphenyl (PCB) disposal authorization for Cecos International,
Inc.'s Secure Chemical Management Facility (SCMF) No. 5 located in Niagara
Falls, New York. The Public Notice period for this application has ended
and no comments have been received. The authorization includes the dis-
posal of PCBs in one cell of SCMF No. 5. A fact sheet is attached describ-
ing the plant's operations, SCMF No. 5's design and compliance/enforcement .
history for your review.

-The authorization includes two waivers of the following PCB technical dis-
posal requirements:

——

A. Requirement that the location of the bottom of the landfill ——=
is at least 50 feet higher than the historical groundwater )
table. 4

B. Requirement that no wastes with a flashpoint less than 140°F
be placed in a landfill authorized for PCB disposal.

In respect to waiver A, the landfill's subliner design far exceeds the
minimum PCB technical subliner requirements of in place soil thickness
of 3 feet with a permeability equal or less than 1 x 10~7 centimeters/
seconds (cm/sec.). The landfill's subliner system includes one synthetic
liner and 11 feet minimum of soil with a permeability equal or less than
1 x 10~/ cm/sec., in addition to an automatic leachate pumping system.

. In regard to waiver B, the landfill is divided into four subcells with

6-foot wide internal separation berms constructed of soils with a per-
meability equal or less than 1 x 10~/ cm/sec. Each subcell has its own
leachate collection system not interconnected to other subcells.

The wastes with a flashpoint of less than 140°F are disposed in a

separate subcell from the subcell designated for PCB disposal and is
downwind of the Prevailing winds on the landfill site. :

Based on the above design features of the landfill, these waivers will

not present an unreasonable risk to the environment from PCBs. Waiver A
has beenvpreviously granted to the nine PCB landfills authorized in the

Region. Waiver B has been granted on three previous occasions to com-
mercial PCB authorized landfills in the Region.

Attachments

EPA Form 1320-6 (Rev. 3-76)
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PACT SHEET
CECOS INTERNATIONAL, INC.
NIAGARA FALLS, NEW YORK

GENERAL

Cecos International, Inc., (Cecos) oﬁeratee a 385 acre industrial waste
management facility in the city of Niagara Falls, wa York.

The facility has served as a waste disposal site for over 80 years. At
present, hazardous, nonhazardous and PCB wastes are handled at this site.:
The facility is located in a heavy industrial-commercial area.

HAZARDOUS WASTE OPERATIONS AT THE SITE

1.

2.

3.

Ap

Land Disposal

4 inactive landfills (Secure Chemical Management Facility (SCMF) Nos. 1-4)
1 active landfill (SCMF No. S)

Waste Water Treatment
Total throughout capacity is 160,000 gallons per day

Phase 1 - Phyiical/Chenicnl Treatment
(3 tanks and 4 lagoons)

Phase II - Organics Removal System
(7 lagoons)

Drum Storage

Outdoor = approximately 1200

Future operations at the site projected to include:
1. thermal deutructidn processes |

2. land disposal of immobilized, detoxified and volume reduced
hazardous waste ) #

3. additional reuse and recovery operations

L]

plicaability of EPA Regulations

Hazardous waste operations at the facility are regulated by RCRA under
interim status regulations.

PCB waste disposal at the facility has been authorized by EPA Region II
for secure chemical management facilities (SCMF) 2, 3 and 4. PCB waste
disposal authorization at the facility for SCMF No. 5 has been requested
by Cecos from EPA Region II.
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DESIGN OF SCMF NO. 5 ' . v

Liner System in Ascending Order =

a. 10 feet minimum of soil having a maximum permeability of 1 x 1077

b.

centimeters/second (cm/sec)
Synthetic liner

4. 80 mil high density polyethylene liner

c. One foot minimum of soil hniing a maximum permeability of 1 x 1077

ca/sec

g

Leachate Collection System

a. A one foot thick layer of porous media at the landfill's floor

b.

Ce

sloping at & minimum grade of one percent to drain leachate to
the_;ollection lines.

A petwork of four inch diameter slotted HDPE collection pipes to
convey the flow to the sump provided at each subcell.

An internal basal leachate transfer system to convey leachate from
all four subcells to a common pumping sump.

An eight inch diameter colleciion header to convey the pumped leachate
to the on-site tankage. :

Maximum leachate level allowed as monitored in the standpipe to a
depth of one foot.

Landfill Subcells -

b.

Ce

Divided into four individual subcells utilizing six foot wide clay
i{nterior berms having & maximum permeability of 1 x 10~7 cm/sec to
protect against the {nteraction of incompatible wastes.

Subcell I - Heavy Metals - £

,

Subcell III - General

Subcell IV - Toxics

L

Subcell V = Flammable

Each subcell has its own, independent leachate collection and withdraval
systea to maintain segregation of leachate.



groundwater Monftoring System

a. 3 shallow groundwater monitoring wells

b. 4 top of bedrock groundwater monitoring wells

%y l.“

c. 4 bedrock groundwater monitoring wells

COMPLIANCE AND ENFORCEMENT

- Efght EPA Region II site compliance inspections have been conducted at
this site since 1978, four of which were combined ‘RCRA-PCB inspections.

Consent Agreement and Final Compliance Orders Issued

Authority Date Issue Type of Violation Penalty
TSCA May 14, 1979 Leachate level and $5,500
) 4 and reporting
TSCA - 1980-81 Disposal (capacitors $5-6,000
. without institial
absorbent in drums)
Complaint and Notice of Opportunity for Hearing Issued
Date Issued Type of Violation ' Proposed Penalties
October 5, 1983 Authorization & Regulations $10,000

a. Disposal (small PCB
capacitors)

- Several potential violations of the PCB authorization for Cecos' SCMF
No. &4 were revealed during an inspection in September 1984, These
potential violations were of recordkeeping and compaction requirements.

STATUS OF RCRA PERMIT FOR CECOS

- Part B was called in on February 14, 1983

- Part B was received on August 16, 1983 £

- Expect to complete the review of the application and issue a draft
permit and determination by September 1985.

- It will take approximately six months to hoﬁd a public hearing on the
draft permit and reach a final decision on the permit.

GROUNDWATER MONITORING

- Cecos' triggered into assessment for pH November 8, 1983.
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ﬁezr~“r. .nrvawd#vj* :
T\is 'ett~r ‘ratifies t“e Poncinued oneratisa of Secuse Chrmiecal Managerent
Fiacilitiea Yos, 2 and 3 {n accordance with the conditicns appended to this
Tetter and conaistant with arior todificatlone granted bv letter dated Decerler
21, 1950 from the Resional Ad=inistrator af the Znvironsental Protectinn
Azency, Reerdon IT. The prior modifications allecwed Cecos to deviatz from
T2A's {nitial approvals of Aurmst 13, 1973 'and Harch 7, 1980 to diapose of
Polychlarinated 3ivhenyls (PrNs), specificallv, the 9tior nonificationﬁ
allowed a devarture froxm Saction TIT, ite= 47c of the fnpiceering resart for
Secure Chexical “anagement Facilities (S07) Yo, 2 ky permitting the placemen

" ‘of leachate puzps iun SCHMF's Nos. 2 and 3 at four (4) foot levela (recnire!
ix ths Tngiceering revort at one (1) foot levels), 2ad in turn to set actien
levels at six foot levels (formerly reauirsd to = at eirhteen—irch levels).
Tha purpoee of this deviation was to deal with the problem of siltatiexm
which accretes at the kottom of c=lls, and which provento tha leachaZe reroval
gystem {rom operating efficiextly.’ As desigsnated in our Pecemder 31, 19R0
letter this deviatior wna granted as a short=tors remcdial measure, Uith’
Terazd to SCMT !o. 2, this nreviously aprroved ghort=term re=ed{3l =easurs

will de supetcedad by the condi:icns Mo. d 5, 6 and 7 appended to this
latzer,

This lezter alao rnti"és an additiunal codificatinn of the inizial sporovsl
sranteﬂ quch 7, lﬂﬂn for tbe una of SCF Mo. 3 for tho dispomal of P(R=e.

Cecos bas Teauest ed this additiona! aodi’ica:inq bv 1:1 letesr of Nctohar 2,
1981, This additional modificatina departs from the initial apprToval in
that fecos row saeka to nperatz a marual svstem for leachats removal at SO
No. 3 aa cppesed to the existing antomatic synt-a. Thia modification is
rfequested onr tle grounds that operational sctivitiea at SCIF Yo, ? nraveot

_the currsnt sutonatiec leachate reroval system from performing efficiently.

Jesed on oy avalustion of fCecon' erizinal anplication, snbsegueot modifications
grantad on Nacemher 31, 1980, all sopportinz sninittals and reports of ioanec
tions rerforund st Cacns’ Secure !"anagesent Farilities Wos, 2 and 3, T 3=
bereby zranting approval for the continued operatinn of Secure ‘Manarwement
Fscilitles Yoz, 2 and 3 murwmant tn the vriov rodifications and the amnended
cond{rions, snd for the nperation of a manunl leachate reynvwal gysten at SOMP

2 TMT—CE:JCWoods /vnsx2462:4/20/32 .
2 FNT-CF, 2 SNP-CE 2 EYF 2 AMM=E 2 A=SW 2 AWN-SU 2 AWM-DD 2 DRA  2,RA
wOeDS MUGDAN BOWCHONSKY- MASSTMINO  SMITH PFCMA  STOLLER DEWLING SCPAFER
\ \ ) , :

r



- o
Raghs i A9 e R

..l ] it 3 ( g > A . - ) s
W3, 3. Wich respect to Yoo 3, it {8 understood that the zamal leachate reroval
syster vill continue tntil closure of To. 3 and corplatinn and iastallation of
3% impraved automatic leachate removsl system. This Improved autonatic leachzte

Taicoval system shall be operational at the time of closure of Zoe 3 or wi:hin L
LA rcnseaab_c per‘od zberea‘ter, ro: to eyc-ed .hroe monchs. T f“ ,

»

y & wrnvnl uf th.tc md'lfica:ion is mnted mtins‘:ant onr Cecos' c..s-‘:lianc~ oirh

-Lha conditionn appemdied to this lecter, the original app-ovw.l letters. -u-d grior .
7«!1‘1 a:iona grav:.~d bv Revicm II, ZPA. R

- i@ & . P -’ '_"_,."‘ - o =
.. b & = :' '. ~ g n . 87 L 5=
ahe M REPRRS ST . Lol Zoliw e

. :m'cvai for tb-‘st* -'odi’lcationa may ba revol'ed ::oz.i'ie" or ot‘l-ruise nl..e"'d

- any tlee when I find vhat evidence indicates that a violation of the coaditicns

-;wnded’ ta this aoproval latter, or of 40 ¥R Parc. 751, or other aoplieadle '
les’ and regulatioes has occnrred. - Purthersore, .receipt of evidence that 2 -
"nrepfemta:ion of ay natavial fact Yms boem sade in the Cacos sodi fication
inpl.f.caficu, or that all relevant.facts have not been disclosed, shall constitute .
igfictllsac cause for vevocation of this appreval. This approval does mot exsmpt - -

Cacys’ from complylng with aay othe’ au-pncnble fcde*al, state ang local laws,
'-‘Eus aud remla:iona..;;_ s

- & . & wmoApyeEad re- TE
IR ...n‘,, - seamese . 44 W yYE " 3

‘*"ai’" 7m: hzve any questions. nbo-ut the con:an:s of this l-:tnr, please contact
"aatrina Mssginino of my staff at (312) 254-0545, °

w P

- Sineerely yours, 1. - C e e

tcau@e'ling'-.. E. Sehafar : AL - R - R
'stior.al &qui'xistra:ur §* y T : -

cce t‘r. ‘Tomn ’?csenchuv:’_':, P.Ee
Director, Divisian of Solid Yasta
. Few York State Department of

"nviromntal ('oﬂaetvncion . & . - :
'ir. Jnln Hc!‘abon SR ' N |

Yew York State Cepartment of‘_ S < SAL I
; nviromencnl Conservation fune " e o .

bcc. Mr. PauI. Conntemal J e
: Chief, Sureau of nazardaus Vaste R W e L
‘Technology : e
Few York State Demrtment of - R R
?nviromutal Conservation £, s "

Mr. John Bnecher LI . - ' '
New York State Department of . _
Enviromental Conservation . . -

T E . i . @
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30 Seven (7) m-nths from t‘ze date of t"d.s lztte.. leachate lmla in SP
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2 i . T he Ton ke A "
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:be dacn of tbia lettar cntil closure of 3CYF To. 3 leachata Co
- lavels in SOF W 5. 2'3 double sacure cell (Sabeell V) will “e reduced 2t ..
least ouce aach "ay tc a level of aix (6) inches or less. Tha level

.' "zemrcaent 7111l he mace fron the louast elavation of the fleor area beiag

", drained, ot in cases ::hare sil"attm' has ocerrr d ’*s-v the top nlo'vatian
' Bf :He accumxlated 91.1 ,;\;_. s %, i med B g o T ’j
. g- ?or a sf.x (6) non:h pu—!.cd e-i.nn.nw after :‘u- closurc of saF ﬂo. 1 ths e
< le ..loucwin: Ieacﬁaca conmla shall eaintaimd ‘ar sr'fr-' '40. 3'u Subcwu \£3
' | ':i.. The- :a:iztm laac".n!:c le-n-l at :"e Ioac“a:e smups s“cII aot a!c-'ed aix “
¥ ety (6) felt abova :!*e loaea: elevaticn of 'he flccr atoa being 4ra1ned. ',& DA

v
5. six (6Y mat‘\s after cloagre of GQ“‘ o 3, ke follovinx leacha:a conmln
e :ha.l bc r:sintained for CF !lc. 3’9 Subcell ?’ - L

.a-, "‘ae uaztnn: level at the Ieacba:p nu-p shall rot exceed tvo (“) ‘oct Ry,
. abovn tke. lms: Ple\'a:icn o~ :'*e floor area bel Lng draized. '
b, Im:e" Ieacbace v}."'.drml overationz are to hnrv n wheuan 2ction.
S 4Ievel of pixhteaa (18) i'ncbes or less of leachate Is reached.

4, ©Yor a aix (6) ucnt‘\ pe'iod bcwinn:lng one sonth frca the date of t‘ti& —
= . laetter, leachate levels in S(M7 'Mo. 2 General ‘Sudbcell (3abeell I) nhall be

' aaintained asadirected for sc::? Ic- 3 Subcell v in "(a) abavo. .

‘Yoe 2 !ubcall T skall b»e g:cintaincd ‘ag directed for s\...» toe 3 Subecall
7 in 3(1) lnd (b) abo'n-

ﬁ'_ .In :hc cven: tha narirmn Iescbata Ievcls desiznated in, (2) and (3) above
~ ' are exceeded Cacos shall notify EPA Ragion IT in vriting vithin forty—

. sight (48) hours of sach:occurrence and implaewent mensures to hring the

- leachate lavels into conpliance withia a five (5) Aday period, Cecos

. .+ - shall also.sutmit @ report to FPA Rezion IT within thirey (30) davs of

" gsach occurrenca designaticeg vhy the raxi=na leachats levels were exceedad
24 __and the Peasures i:-;:leeeﬂted to b:insz the Itachatn levelsa into cowpliance.

L_: o Until fmher not.ct cgcos than‘. cantiuze to 1nc1ude in t*e:lr wonthly

~ vegor:s to FPA Ragionm II, data om both the gqnantity of leschate pu=ped
;- and the leachate levels extstant prior to pwiwinge. This data is to con— ]
' ticue deing gathared on a dally basis frem SOUF Mo. 2 and SQF Hoe 3. ~

-
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 Envi mnmenﬁal:-. HeaTth ‘&' Safety Dept.,
. Cecos . Intermatfonal > ¥
- Post Oﬁfce! Box &‘IS i

Dear Mr Gedeou- , P
This ‘letter responds. to: the- application- svbmi tted by Cecos Internatlona'l’ Inc.
(Cecos) requesting: approval by the Regfonal Administrgtor of-the United i*:""
".States Environmental-:Pratection Agency.(EPA) Regiom 1L for the opent‘lon af
" & landfilT to be utilized: for: the. dispasal of: ponchTor'inated biphenyls -
- (PCBs) at Cecas’. Niagara, New. York: facility.: This new.Tandfill would
operate:in: addition to:the. landfill located at Cecos'.Nfagara, New- York - fac{t-
.1ty appraved for:PCB: clisposal by--Tetter: of March 7,. -1980." .EPA hereby: grants:
far & period/ of; three years: begfnning .on’ the date:of:

the requested. appmva'_f
this Tetter; based upon::the: indings: and-'subject to:the conditfons and 1imi-

tations:enumerated: befows:: Regulations: gaverning: the dfsposal; and marking
; _uf PCBs‘wera,pmngated - D). EPR G ebruary 217531978 and..revjsed: on:-May 313
© 19T  Thesereviseds requhtions:a ‘published beginning at.page- 3IST4 of="
":.__';';;Tthe Fedent' R sterof: May: 311979648 mee? ‘and_ are codified-as
‘Part-TGL of- 17 tle; 40 of the: Code. of ‘Federal-Regulations (40° CFR §761.T1"
‘et-seq:) e regutations: promul ~pursuant_to section 6(e)(T) of the:
To’x c : ntra¥: Acts} 5 (LS. Cx.§2605(e) (1) (TSCA) ;- provide: that
isposa.t of: PCBs. 'E: pemitted‘ anlyatifacilities appraved. by: the: Regional
' : ‘gf th o in ghi, :‘the facility is"-Iocated’

by its appﬁéa;i:.iou_dated, July- : ]
EE&ciItt)f (SCME). No.:4 at its: Packard’ Road."sits'-
¥ “agia:PCB disposal:sites; > :

puqu_,me, : pertod was: pmi'c{'de‘d by-EP mtrr March 1071981 -ta April 10,
IS&I ‘orr - the: Cecosapplication. - pubttc comments: that have’ been- recefvei :
 beem consfdered: i my-'evaluation ofithe suitability: of SCMF, No: 4-ds

&_FEK disposa't sitel «After’review of ;the: submitted application and:the
c_onments rec:ﬂwed:.. E;bave, detemined that SCMF No. 4 merits approval. fcu'




Landﬁ Ts} with the foITowing except'rons-;.' : S
A T' Tandﬁn fs not Iocated at. Teast f{fty feet higher than the nea.rest
UL g indwater elevation, and its orientation to the highest groundwater: .- ;-
.. %t le is not _in strict compifance with the requirements of 40 CFR §761.4T.
.- { (3}..- Howevers,: the Tandfil¥: {s designed to collect. internal. Teachate
" collectiom sumps, and is equigped with 2 Tow permeability: Tiner com-
sd of cTay and High density polyethyTenel . It: is my assessment,.based
- the. fnformation: '.submtted: by Cecos, that thi,s desigm shourd prevent
:mt&‘m‘igratfon'

_ Tamdﬁu,has x fn’ ghTy ﬂmab‘l’e ceIT '(subcen 4) for disposa‘[' of’
Lo, 5 oy ghat have: & flashpoint betweer 809F and: 130OF and additfonal. grid
ey A t-'xﬁas in the:general:subceT¥(subcell: 1} -of. 50-51;: 60-63 and 72-73:-"
& m for. disposat:af: wastes. that have &. ﬂashpcf nt. between.1009F ta.-
”"’V /This: € not fm accordance’ with: the: requirements. of 40 CFR. §761.41

- ‘al(a);(ﬁf)- ‘I’ have determined: that: this: deviatien’ from ‘the requirements-

the reguI at'ion».fs justtﬁ ed,,.basedt upon - the. fcITouing'

“The. ,hig&‘[y:zﬂ amabte ceH’ -and the: grich ’facaticms, desf gnated: above:
in _“th‘e‘ ieneral cell are: Tocate& downmind: af/the prevailing. winds:
on: the: FandfilT.site thus: reducing the: possf&i'pfty af k-3 ﬁre~

spreach:ng; to; gther” areas" 14 the‘-’*tandfiﬂ"- ‘af- such:

grfcf I&cattons cfesignatecl abave, o the generﬂ;f’subcett-
witl provide an: fnert Earrier between: dffferentwas : typesr._
preveut {m sttu: reactfcns..fmocmrtf -'

A ‘.'9‘" “”ﬁ.
"\\-'t" oy ?.ﬁ)a'g.,m, 3 iﬁ’,‘&, S¥agian




* exhib ‘Tashpm at greater than TTG°F. =

e F g " eas _-_.\.. - J 9 r
f Saw L _ ,‘. ._~ -"— -t - udc‘x‘u~-.:

t Tocat{ons 47-49, 52, 59, 64 and ZT fn Cecos' SCMF No. 4'5
zra.‘l’ Subcell shall be desfgnated for wastes which are gon-."
.ustibTe and compatible with the materfals identifi ed fr:
. above.-, Materials not permitted im these ‘grid¢ Tocations fn
‘'z .strong. oxidizing agents and matertals: whfc!t read: with'
.o_r: misture tc.evurve heat. .

s rfa‘[& which axhibit. ﬂashpufnts Tess than T400F may: onTy be
s - .gsed of in the HighTy Flammable Subcell (Subcell 4). and im
B P, w8 * Generzl Subcell’s. grfcf. Toeattons desfgna.ted. frr »(Z) above...

1 = vahficTes: “8's Toxic te‘!t. The ‘onty exceptiom will
acassary. “Tandfill: equipment. {n: the Toxfc Cell and: trucks:. bringing;
4 fﬁ ik materfals: for: the Toxic Celf-: ALL: vehicles Jeaving. the x5 s
“TxigLall-which have not. directly been:in contact with PCBs wﬂt.be
R M at the.. truck wasly area’ Ioca.tecl rext ta-the Waste I'reatmem: 3

' m vehfcles[equfpmnt ir direct: contact_u{fh‘ PCBS will, be deconta_m-
1ated-as directed im: 4G CFR $761.43(b):: <The vehfcies/equfpment,
FIT:be decontaminatecL wfthfm the:. -Toxic: Cell: of SCMF Nou: 4.5 The:
m-liquici PCBs:resulting from: from: the. decontm'tnatfon procedures

TR taurinatecr ‘rags]: wikli] be: placed in:drums and- di’sposed'z' )

=the 'Eancbﬁit?.‘:; :Solventsimay: be reused: for’ decon fnation:s:

== otk they: contain:z PCB: cancentration:of:5Q. ppm.: :
: ,&c‘E = thern: bev dispcsedr{ of A acccrdancef.wf th

efs exposecbt&

- purpas
enz,zftepresentatfve samg'(
-destgnated | betow.,cannat mae

: ot : 3
the,m&thods designatemfm A’ppendm I.'. (4-5 ER. 33127%
smpr nto of; Tiquids or: sTudges: ta determine the: P

? No: shipments of Tiquids; o sTudges. determined ‘to

TS Tk

%
VSR TR
= 3%




PCB anatysfs‘may only be perfortne¢ by Iabefeto}iesﬂ' whfckbave
‘ quaTity assurance program approved by.EPA Regionm IL.c Verf-i: il
t’icattou oft. this fact must arccmpany each ana;lys‘ls far the__ resuTts

< R repres: ve: sample of”. each‘shfpment shaTI be obtafned. Thfs
‘samples shatt:be: stabilfzed and/ar- pretreated with highly: ‘'sorbent.” "
~_bfoTogfczﬂy; rasistent matartal, so that, ‘when subjectad tor the "
‘structurak’ tntegrtty test desfgn:teo(‘: fr{ g ) below, it meets'the

Struetmf tegrity i Tasts spectffed: {n Appendix IL: of
Bart: 267 of Title.40.of the Code of Federal: Regulations.:’
fpublfsh G;(t .45 Federal Regfster 33128 .mx‘ 19,. 1980) as’

0:1&'!!5. and: &avfng 2 free fa'[t of: 6%

devfcesjs avaflable from. the Assocnte Desf gn and. Manu-»
-‘ ZATe . Virginfa:as PartNo.. 125

the prewelg repr
: XS f;.the waste sa.mpte is-& mnoTithi’c‘btock.
”%.-?«zthem cnt,otm“a” representativev sampte fm the block, with~
i tﬁe dimensfm- cf. a:T.3% didmeter x 2.8 ‘cylinder.:

~ fnto’ the compaction teste o
fts mxfmunr hefght _en¢ drop- ft.a 2t

- 8 { ample froa; the: tester’an :
= sepente it fnta” cnmpanent phases utfiizing the: methcds
~destgnatad fr Appendtx: I’ = Separatiom: chedure (45 FR:
~ E;.;:';Heigl': the: salid: portior: and; compare to- ariginak:;
1Te: weighti s This, structurat fntegrity testmust: onfm
yeformed by : uality assurance::
- "';Vertftcatfon ‘af. this




wiy

Z‘: '?h;e sampTe _must; “contatn Five percent ar; less 'fre& quu{ct.
Cas measurect b_y cnmparfng the wetght cf the Hqui& to the

25>

5 A Y

'Eheseé':ama' prucedures deveroped for. s tabftization andfor pre-
. _treatnent of: the representdtive sample: shall be: applfai to
g 'E'Eq;xfds: or: studges. for

R e
g. ; u?"'"

i :;'f:;q -S‘g;“‘ " A
;v‘rhe_methcd. oﬁ stahihzatfm ancr/o: pretrettment detem{r_xed.L
(b) .above‘ 'be_ﬁ. appl

e

resi "."T.T'ts

o= & and Conttnuing u"&‘m. st
:the. folTowing leachate controls

B A




) Inner Ieachate wfthdrawa‘[ operations ar-e tc begm when an act‘ian | W
-’TeveI of” twere (TZ) mches of Teachate ts. reached A Tl e Tl ey

ey

forty-efght (48} haurs ‘of. each occurrence and fmplement measures ta -
Bring the leachate levels fnta compliance within a five. (5) day penoct.
-Cecos. shalT also submit a report to EPA Region IL withfn: thirty (30) . °
‘days of each. accurrence desfgnating why the maximum:Teachate Ievels.:-

were: exceeded. anct the measures impIemented to bring the: Ieachate Ieve‘ls

'.,'_'A» report for Cacos® SEME Nav: 4»'mntafnfng the results of. munthty
analyses of. samp‘res obtained frmr jtem Nos.: 8,5 a_nct & be‘lou must“

be submitted: to EPA ‘Region I on: & monthly - basfs.,'
; . Zyand. 3. beTow must.be’ submitted every two months.’

,hefght qf the: nak-| a.te= i the: above-designated standpipes:.

enci the we..e:' eTevetfcns’ i the above desfgnated monitarfng wells must. be:
“cases , the sampTfng and’ aaatyttca‘l’ ‘procedures:- utitized

s Y submi Salls cther reports

Trre'




" Unitect States Env1 ronmentat Prctectfon Agency
" Regfon IT =

26 Fedérak Plaza, Room 432',

Neu York. New York 10278 ;

.for anatyses shaﬂ be cat'l'ectecf. prior tc df sposal’ of
SQ&RN« 4.7 The first submittal shall be -accompanfed by the manual:
m ‘assurance procedures-. Cacos? previousTy submitted: report in con--_
.- tanca-with Condition: E of the: appruvai:’ ted’ to Cecos on March 7, 1980°°
i&?ﬂ Kegfonr E& fur the’ usa of.Cecos” ' Secure. tanciﬁu Na., kA ff amended .

i ofJZecos SCMF No.: 4 reports,
42 must ﬁe's’ubmftted’ te EPA. Reg'tou It contam'lng the! -
'rstﬂ:t% cfranatyses of sampTes obta.fneql on. .ary’ every—- other month

Noi & contafning. the' resutts of anatys 13
ch;tained: on’ &quacter’tx basis’: Nes.:.Ts.

the: results .Gf Samlﬂfng for: PCS‘.{; fm— o
and:& and fcr alt.4 parameters. for' tem Nos ~4u5

\

reparts far SCHF: Now &'

ccntzﬁnng the'resu'lts cf ana‘rx'ses uf_ sampres obtafneck cn«
i 3 2, ‘5‘."’am¢ 3 anch on.- &




D Pmor tcx disposal of’ PCBs fn- Cecos' SCMF No. 4, Cecos sha]T submt tc
.EPA Region II a licensed professional engineer s written certification,
. fncluding as-built drawings, that Cecos'. SCMF No. 4 was constructed in s
“@ccordance with the design spec:iftcatfons anct operating nmcedures statect s BT
.fu ﬁts apptfcatfcn and support documents. Wy * e g ot Rtk g

SO

E. ufthfrt sfxty (60) days nf the date’ of t!n' s approvat Ietter ﬁ'nat engf-
...neexing plans and drawings: detaﬂmg the automatic Teachate: numo{ng system - - -
“tw e .installed in SCHF No. & and a2 construction. schedule forthe instal-"

lrtfom nf this system shalE be submitted, bx Cecos*‘-tn EPA Region: IIv for :

* 0y

F Uporz cTosure of Cecos® SCMF No.. 4, Cecos’ shall submit a: Ifcensect
pmfessfcnat eng'fneer's written certffi cation, fnchxdfng—; as-bufTt drawfngs.—.
tht the closure. canstructfon ‘was. i accordanc j '

E..fjtecos shall submit to EPA Region LI withfn. ninety (90) days of the = .
closuresof Ceco% -SCMF Ne.. 4» & copy: uf the comriﬂete. Grfd Locatfon Number* -
- - £

HEn ’suhmit:;_tc: EPA _Regmn.. I copies:- af . the: compteta Facilttr«.
,tnspection Reports;-(speciﬁ ed . fm. the- Cecos*app‘ticatfon kafter; cTosure of
“Cecos’;SCME Na:: 4. “".These reports wiII;"

-(6): monthr. imtem? far ‘

-3 repart'must be-submftted: ta EPA Region: Il on a semi-annual basis
"prfor te closure of SCME Na:-¢.and annually: after closure:of Cecos: SCMF:
No:: 4 for' & perfad of .30 years: fmﬁcating the: fevels of organic priority: 2
polTutants contained {n: the. -sampTes:abtained’ tre'accordance with. Condition

B3 abcve.- '_l'm_a.lt cases,:' the- sampttng’ nd. analytical procedures .usedshal¥.

esting far.vofatile chiorinated ‘arganics anch organic prforftt paT=
Tutants mustiba! perfamgd as;:designated- i EPA Manuat. *Sampting: and:::
“Raalysis: Erucgdures 'jfer=-$creenfug af -’Industrf&l Efﬂ'uents't’or ?rfc ity
Pcﬂutahts"‘***‘““ 503

- frequency- Ao
Cecos. with aqualitp-a: ,
-/ the 'same: paramaters. as’ the: mmtorfng we’ﬂ sampteaspeci-f- d #n
’B’ above;! -‘am'h_suo ftted: withrthe monthly: repurt‘ «

< Uer K-raport sHak ubmittad year y...begfnnfng na.-. zter than: JuTy '
“ 1982' whidr specf ffes the mamer- in'which PCBs were: handled: at Cecns B
o SCMF Nei & during the previous:calendaryear.’ -This report’shalt: e in ;
3 conf‘ormanca with the.requirements.set: forth. i 40.CFR §76T.45(b)' :




i

l-!i. Un- a sem*r-annua.T basfs dur‘mg the oper'atmnat I'rfe of the Tand‘ﬂ‘l &
“‘copy of all reports provided to Cacos from on site fnspections, visi ts, s
ctnth, ar recommendations. from.official. -regulatory and/or safety arganf--
--zations (including but not Timited to fire companies, hospital services "\ -~

= and the tr.s.a Gccupatmna.'LISafety and_ Heatth Admf nfstratfon) sha‘lt be.

“n . For ya

W Cecos must a.TIow an)f duTy-desT gnatect representat{ve of EPA tu inspect

: Cecas . SCME No.. &, and: 21T: records. and. testing facilities; and to-take . .”
“'such: samp‘res as may’ be: necessary so as to monitar and; enforce EPA's PCB.
.:Marking and Ofspasal Regulations. (40 CFR §761.T et.'s g_g) Any refusal by %
- Cacos: 't aTTow such: am Inspection (as autharized by Section LI of TSCA).
shatt he_ gmunds 'for immediate. tem{natfou of thf s appruva:I. :

..‘x

R ‘. tc atl: desf g specfﬁcatfons and operatfng procedures
stated infts: appTicatforr— and: supperting documents. - (A. complete. list of:
“these: ducuments -fs-T1isted: fn: the Appendix. )" Deviations: from: these spec{—
-ﬁﬁtms ar procedures are aT;Iowedt only- if.wrttten authorizatforc is o

L -TiS approval: for disposal ‘of’ PCBs: in: Cecos’: SCME. Na.. 4. does nct relf eve ;

“.+.Cecos’-of the respansibility to- comply with a‘ET ‘applicable: Federal, State

cand’ chah_;regutatfons_,.‘( ‘This:. app:jova'b may: be: _revoke&"f'madfffei or: othero

P wisealtered i at any: tfmei.uh‘e_m -E;ffnd,.that.evidence:xfnckfcztes that I

wiaTacton: of . the! conditions: .qﬁ,;.this;apnmﬂ .15

cth’e’" a‘a’pti‘calﬂé rt;T’eé}fmrE’:.‘:éguta;tfdnsi 1S, 0CC
a.
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Cecos International, Tae.
Post Office Box 619
Niagara Yalls, New York 14302

Dear Mr. Gedesus

This letter responds to two (2) requests made by Cacos Internatiomal,
Inc. (Cecos) for modifications of the spprevals granted to Cecos om
August 18, 1978 end March 7, 1920 by the U.S. Envircumental Pretectioa
Agency, Region IXI (EPA) for the use of Cecos' Secure Chemieal

Facility (SQMF) No. 2 and SCMF Ne. 3 for the disposal of polychlorinated -~

biphanyls (PCB's).

The first request was dated March 4, 1981 and states a desire teo smend
the modification to SQOF Ko. 3 granted to Cecos by EPA's letter ef
Tebruary 4, 1981 te allow for a design which is independent of lamdf11l
operations and easier to construct. The Fabruary 4, 1981 EPA-approved
nodifications included increasing the capacity in all subcslls of SO¥
Fo. 3 and amending the eap dasign for SO Ro. 3 to eliminate a layer
of uneonsolidated material (ssand). This requested smendment is an
alternate design te that inecluded in the February 4, 1981 ¥PA-approved
modification, which offers different geometric shapes to the clay core
well on the west and sowth sides.

Xy staff has perfermed a cewprebessive evaluatien of your request. BRased
on the results of their evaluation, I have decided to sppreve Cecos'

- Toquast to amend the February 4, 1981 XPA-approved modificatiom to SOF
¥e. 3. This spproval is effective immedistely and is centingent om
Ceces’ complisnce with all econditiens of the original approval letter
and all subeaqueant medificatisns of said approval in edditiom te the
felloving supplemental conditioms:

1. Condftion X of the adove-cited March 7, 1980 approval letter shall
be amended og fellows:

.
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#r, Crnest A. Gedeon

Corporate Environmental, Inc. -
P.0. Box 619 - ‘ '
¥dagara Falls, New York 14303 !

Dear Y¥r. Gedeon: ;
-

This letter responds to a July 2C, 1980 rcquestiby Cecos International,
Inc. (Cecos) for modifications of their approval which was eranted to
Cecos on March 7, 1980 by the Regional Administrator of the U.S. Environ-
nental Protection Agency, Region IT (EPA). This approval involved the use
of Cecos” Secure Chemical Management Facility (£QF) Yo. 3 at thelr Pacl.ard
Rcad site, Niagara Falls, New York for the disposal of polychlorinated bi-

phenyls (TCL's) in accordance with 40 CFR Part 761. The requested modifidAEleda——"""

would increase the internal capacity in 2ll subcells of SCMF No.3 and amend the
cap design for SCIF Ko.3 that was desiznated in Cecos' Engineering Report and

praft Invironmental Impact Statement to eliminate ome layer of unconsglidated
material (sand).

lty ataff have performed a comprehensive evaluation of the proposed modifications.
sased on the results of their evaluation, I hereby approve Cecos' request to
{ncrease the capacity in all subeells of SCITF Wo.3 and to amend the cap design
for SCMF No.3 to eliminate one layer of unconsolicated material (sand). This
approval is cffective immediately end is contingent on Cecos' compliance with
all conditions of the original approval letter end all subsequent modifications
of saild approval, in addition to the following supplemental conditions:

1. The Cperation Plan Section 3.7.3.1b (a+b) designated in the July 23, 1980
correspondence to Cecos from LPA shall be amended to read as follows:

Section 3.7.3.1b PCB_LIQUID OR SLUDGES

For the purposes of this section a sludge is a material whilch, when a re-
presentative sample 18 exposed to the structural integrity test designated in
(t) below, cannot meet the performance criteria desisnated in that paragraph
without prior pretreatment and/or stabllization,
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‘ Pr. Ernest R. Ceceon
Manager
Environoental He2alth & Safaty
Bepartaent
Cecos Iatormational, Inc.
Post 0ffice Box 619 é
Hiagara Falls, Mew York 14302 i

cgar ¥y, Gedeon:

Tais letter responds to a second request rade by Cecos International, Inc.
(Cecos), on December 31, 1929, for modd fication of the arproval granted
to Cecos on August 18, 1578 and #arch 7, 19270 by the U.S. Environzental
Protection Aceacy. Region I1 (EPA) for the use of Cacos’ Secure Chenical
Hanaserent Facility (SCF) Ho. 2 and SCMF ro. 3. respectively for the dis-
posal of polychlorinates biphenyls (Pci‘s).

The request dated December 31, 1920 by Cecos procosed to discentinue
autazatic punsing of leachate fn SCMF o, 2 and SCHF fo. 3 until Spring
1931 and to remsve leachate by manyal punzing on days when the tem:erature
15 abtove 32 degrees Farenhieit. Approval to revert from automatic to
manual pamping of leachate In SCYF Mo. 2 and SCRF %o, 3 il April 1,
138} was granted to Cecos by EPA on December 31, 1920 {n rasponse to Cecos'

original rejuest of Decesber 8, 1980, .
The request for manual pusping to e dome fn SCMF Ho. 2 and SCF Ho. 3 \
only onr days when the temperature fs aboye 32 degrees Farenheit s 1
hereby approved. N
Stould you have any questions atout the conteats of this Tetter, plesso \
Contact Catherine Massimino of my staff at (212) 264-7309, ‘
Sincersly yours.
Charlas S. Warren
Recional Administrator bcc: Richard Baker, 2PAB
Hill{am Friedman, 2ENF-GE
cc: Commissfoner Robert F. Flacke, Charles Goddard, NYSDEC
RYSOEC Paul Counterman, NYSDEC

John Beecher, NYSDEC, Reg. 9

Rorman Kosenchack . HYSDEC
: 2ENF-WF :CMASSIMINO: rw:1/26/81:X7309

Jekn McManon, NYSDEC, Region IX
2ENF-WF 2ENF-WF 2ENF-GE 2ENF-GE ~ 2ENF-DD 2ENF 2DRA 2RA

2ENF-WF
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‘e Tmnest R, CGezeoor

Corporate Environmenssl Mamacer
Cecos Internatiorzl, inc. g
Tost Of{ice Pox ¢'0

56th Street and Pinc Avznue

Niagara Palls, New Yolrk 14302

Dear }r. Gedeon:

This letter responds to the two sil:mittals made by Cecos Imtor:e: ’

- .Inc, (Cecos) as required by the terms of the approval granted to Cecos
on March 7, 1980 by the U,S., Bwirompental Protection Agency (EFA) for
use of Secure Landfill No, 3 ct Cccos' Packard Road site for the dis-
posal of polychlorinated biphenyls (I'CB's).

- Cecos' first submittal, dated Arril 2, 1980 (with additional inf:rma-
tion submitted on May 1, 1980), r: ucsted the substitution of &=
?dsﬁ:xg_mnitoring r:‘.l%sy =12 + " T-18) own:;l bh)e' !‘xbz;’ont f_‘o:eéhc rone

toring wells requd A, Tlis request Teby approved, pro-
vided that the two wells are plucsed with portland cement as indicated
on Drawing NCD-43, Revision 4 (Cctober 12, 1979), submitted in Cecos'
applicatédon for Secure Landfill io. 3, :

The second Cecos submission, cate:! Mzy 1, 1980, included those items
required in Sections B and C of the ‘iarch 7, 1980 approval. Undér Section
B of the March 7, 1980 » Cecos was required to eppend certain
procedures to its operational plan and submit this revised plan'to .

EPA for approval. My staff has evaluated the revised plan, anC hased

on the results of that evaluaticn, it hos been determined that - -tai-
changes should be incorporated intu sai:l plan., The revisel plo: - -ad:

as follows: : : :

Section 3.7.3.1 s

a. No vehicles will enter the double secure cell (PCB cell) of tha
Secure Chemical Management Facility (SO®). The only exception
will be necessary landfill equipment in the double secure cell
and trucks bringing in bulk materials for the double secure cell,

WA=SIV:C.l lassiminosms :7/2/80

TWA-SW  ZHA-SH '
?~!a§ simino/ ZIA-ID 2WA-S . Zq\fn/ L& 2IRA 2RA
Frisco Regna Zelit g oL T b oy ALER  Tofdies LM
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A1l vehicles le..l.; tle double sccure cell which have not' directly
been in contact with PCB's will be rinsed at the truck wash area
located next to “hc !laste Treatment System - Phase II,

All vehicles/equ.;-.«nt in direct contact with PCB's will be de-
contaminated <€ --ctcd in 40 CF™. 5761.43(%). The vehicles/equi-
ment will be Zer iiminated within the 1andfill. The non-liquid
PCB's resulting i.cm the decontamination procedures (e.g. PCBe
contaminated Tag-, i1l be placed in drums and disposed of in the
1landfill, Solvents may be reused for decontamination until they
contain a PCE ccncentration of S0 ppm PCB's or greater. The sol-
vents shall ther be disposed of in accordance with 40 CFR $761.10(a).

Following deccntanﬁna.ti&x, the vehicles/equipment will be directed -
to the truck wash area for external rinsing,

Section 3.7.3.1.b PCB_LIQUID OR SLUDGES

Prior to accepting liquids or sludges for disposal, the following procedures
shall be followed: -

a.

b.

Batch testing must be performed on each shipment of liquids or sludges
to determine the PCB concentration, PCB analysis may only be per-
formed-by laboratories which have a quality assurance program

by EPA Region II. Verification of this fact must accompany

analysis for the results to be considered valid,

No shigent of liquids or sludges determined to have a PCB concentra-
tion above 500 ppm shall be accepted for disposal.

A representative samle of each shipment shall be obtained for the
purpose of detemiring the appropriate method of stabilization and/or
pretreatment witl. Lhi hly-sorbent, biologically resistent materials so
that it contains 17 -~ercent or less free liquid (as measured
comparing the weigit of the liquid to the weight of the total sample)
after eeposure to the structural integrity test designated below.
These same proceiri:is dzveloped for stabilization and/or pretreatment
of the representative sarmple shall be applied to cach shipment of
liquids or sludges for (isposal, Cecos International, Inc., shall
utilize the structural integrity test specified in Appendix II of
Part 261 of Title 4" of the Code of Federal Rerulations (published
in 45 Federal Pezister 33128 May 19, 1980; as modified belows

Equipment: Compaction tester having 1.25" diameter hammer,
weight 0,73 1bs. and having a free fall of 6"
(Ficure I). (One suitable device is the Associate

Design and Manufacturing Compamy, Alexandria, Va.
22114, Cat. No. 125),
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Procedures: 1. Cbtain a represeatative sample (minims size:
100 grams) of the waste to be tested utilizin: the
methods designated in Appendix I (45 FR 33127).

2. Ti11 the sarple holder with the rr- »iched -+ -
scantative sarple. If the waste scTlc ic a2 ... .-
lithic block, then cut out a representative s.-— 1=
from the block, with the dimension of a 1.3"
dicmeter X 2.8" cylinder.

3. - Place the sample holder into the ccmpaction tecter,
. then raise the hammer to its maximum keight a::~
_.drop it, This step should be repeated fiftcc. iimcs,

“" 4, Remove the now-compacted sample from the teste:
and separate it into component es utilizing the
.methods designated in , = Separation Proe ——— .
cedure (45 FR 33128), Weigh the solid portionaid— — -
compare to original sample weight, :

This structural integrity test must only be performed by laboratories
which have & quality assurance program approved by EPA, Regica IT.
Verification of this fact must accompany each report for the r:o:1ts
to be considered valid, I

The follwir(xscinufg;'mpggnwinbe ﬁn'nislbx;?dta th:fwgqiﬁdo?trcl
Laboratory T to acc C Cecos ' or
sludge for disposal: i ) =

1. PCB concentration of the liquid or sludge, and indication oZ
the lsboratory conducting the snalysis. = _

2. The method of stabilization and/or pretreatment.

3. The results of the structural integrity test and en indic=.ion
of the laboratory condicting the test,

The QC Lab will maintain a monthly record, listing by shipmert,
the aforementioned data and the total volume of the shipment,

Additionally, the QC Lab will test the materials, as outlined atove,
for free liquids,to insure the 15 percent free liquid linit is not
exceeded and for PCB concentration to insure the 500 limit is
not exceeded, The results of these tests shal. nitted ta FTA
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Under Section C of the ‘:ixch 7, 1980 approval, Cecos ''=s recuired to
submit 2 map designating the location of wash areas and detailing the
procedures to be utilized for collection and gdisposal .. wach ared nm-
off, This remurenent ic met in Cecos' May 1, 1970 o —lttnl,

Should you haove iy quastion asbout the contents of 8 i~ Tetter or should
the changes made to yc.: :.;crational plan not be zce: le to you,
please contzct Cotheri-  aooimino of my staff as (2 e T

Sincerely yours,

Charles S, Varren
Regional Administrator

cc: Commissioner Robert Flacke
NYSDEC -

Norman Nos ks Dals
NYSDEC

John Mctiahon e
NYSDEC, Region IY

bee:  Richard Baker
Permits Administrzticn Pranch

John Beecher
NYSDEC, Region IX

Charles Goddard
NYSDEC
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Mr. Ermest A, Gedeon

Corporate Envirommental Manager
Cecos International Incorporated
P.0. Box 619 ‘

Niagara Falls, New York 14302 ,
Dear Mr. Gedeon:

- This letter respands to a request made by Cecos International, Inc.
(Cecos) for modification of the approval granted to Cecos on )arch 7,
2980 by the U.S. Envirormental Protection Agency (IPA) for the use of
Cecos' Secure Landfill No, 3 at its Packard Road site, Niagara Falls,
New York, for the disposal of polychlorinsied biphenyls (PCB's). -

Cecos' request, initially set out in a letter dated March 26, 1980,
would change the mamer in which Cecos segregates flarmable wastes
in Secure Landfill Yo, 3. Specifically, this request propoa? to

2 sepgrute the materials which exhibit flashpoints between 80°F and
130°F into two groups._ One group, which includes materials with
flashpoints between 80°F and 100 » would be located in the highly
flammable subcell (subcell IV), presently referred to as the flammable
subcell, The oﬂxeSFgmzp includes materials which exhibit flach-
points between 100°F and 130°F. These would be segregated within
designated grids in the general subcell (subcell I) or could also
be placed in the highly flarmable subcell, ‘

My staff has performed a comprehensive evaluation of the proposed
modification, Based on the results of that evaluation, I have decided
that a change in the mammer in which Cecos segregates flammable wastes
in Secure Landfill No, 3 is permissible, Such change, however, must
incorporate the following: B

1. The highly flonmable subcell (subcell IV) shall be.desigpated for
any material which exhibits a flashpoint greater than 80°F,

2, Grid location mumbers 55-57 and 64-66 within the general subcell
(subcell I) shall be dsignatgg for any material which exhibits
a flashpoint greater than 110°T,

3. Grid locations 51-54, 58 and 63 within the general subcell shall
be designated for wastes which are non-combustible and compatible
with the materials identified in mwber 2, sbove, Materials not
permitted in these grid locations include strong oxidizing agents
and materials which react with air or moisture to evolve heat.
2WA-SW:C,Massimino:ms :5/5/80
=St - A-ST2W-TD WA ZBNF-GE ZBF-GE 28F R 2RA
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4. Materials which exhibit ints less than 140°F may only be
disposed of in the locations tedinmnquxslandZ, sbove,

5. Nunbetsl,z.BandﬁabweshulbeappmdedmCm'&gM
ngeponmdDraftﬁwimmtﬂ_InpactStaemt,smisedm
March 26, 1980, In addition, Figure 12 of the Engineering Report
shallberevisedtoindicatethatgridloca,ﬁmmmbersSS-S?md
%ﬁagﬂhmegmmmu)uthmmtypcl-son
and ashes, ‘

This approval is effective immedistely, contingent upon Cecos® adherence
to the design specifications and operating conditions in its Pngineering
Report, as revised on March 26, 1980, and appended by this lettera

Should have sy questions shout the contents of this letter, please
mntactyaltherim Massimino of my staff at (212) 264-0504, ’ :

Sincerely yours,

Charles S, Warren
Regianal Administrator

cc: Commissioner Robert Flacke
NYSDEC

Norman Nosenchuck, P,E,

Dimctorw &m of Solid
aste

NYSDEC

John McMahon
NYSDEC, Region IX

bee: Richard Baker, Chief )
Permits-Administration Branch

John Beecher .
NSSDEC, Region IX

Charles Goddard
NYSDEC
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M:" UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
prd REGION Ii
it ‘ 26 FEDERAL PLAZA
NEW YORK. NEW YORK 10007

'l

Mr. Louis E. Wagner

President

Cecos International, Inc.

4626 Royal Avenue

Niagara Falls, New York 14303

Dear Mr. Wagner:

This letter responds to the application submitted by Cecos International, Inc.
(Cecos) (formerly Newco Chemical Waste Systems, Inc.) requesting approval by
the Regional Administrator of the United States Environmental Protection Agency
(EPA), Region II for the operation of a landfill to be utilized for the disposal of
polychlorinated biphenyls (PCB's) at Cecos's Niagara, New York facility. This new
landfill would operate in addition to the adjacent landfill approved for PCB
disposal by EPA by letter of August 18, 1978. EPA hereby grants the requested
approval for a period of three years beginning on the date of this letter, based
upon the findings and subject to the conditions and limitations enumerated bclow.

Regulations governing the disposal and marking of PCB's were promulgated by
EPA on February 17, 1978 and revised on May 3], 1979. These revised regulations
are published beginning at page 31514 of the Federal Register of May 31, 1979 (44
FR 31514), and are codified as Part 761 of Title 40 of the Code of Fedcral

(fac cS 3 <4 g_r)_go

Regulations(40 CFR $76l.1 et. seq.). The regulations, promulgated pursuant to
Section 6(e)(l) of the Toxic Substances Control Act, 15 U.S.C. $2605(e)(l) (TSCA),
provide that disposal of PCB's is permitted only at facilities approved by the
Regional Administrator of the EPA Region in which the facility is lo’c‘:ated.

Cecos has requested, by its application dated February 28, 1979, that Sccure
Landfill No. 3 at its Packard Road site, Niagara, New York, be approved as a PCB
disposal site. This landfill presently has a permit issued by the New York Statc
Department of Environmental Conservation (DEC) to accept and dispose of
hazardous wastes. A public comment period on the Cecos application was
provided by EPA from November 14, 1979 to December 14, 1979. No comments
were received. ) oy

After review of the submitted application, I have determined that Secure Landf{ill
No. 3 merits approval for a three-year period. This approval is based upon my
evaluation that the landfill meets all of the requirements of 40 CFR 3761.41
(Chemical Waste Landfills) with the following exceptions:

s



A. The landfill is not at least fifty feet from the nearest groundwater, and its
orientation to the highest groundwater table is not in strict compliance with
the requirements of 40 CFR $76L41(b)(2). However, the landfill is designed to
collect internal leachate via collection sumps, and is equipped with a low
permeability liner composed of clay and hypalon. It is my assessment that this
design will prevent leachate migration.

B. The landfill has a flammable cell (subcell IV) for disposal of wastes that have a
flashpoint between 80°E and 135°F. This is not in accordance with the
requirements of 40 CFR $76L.41(b)(8)(iii). 1have determined that this deviation
from the requirements of the regulations is justified, based upon the following:

L The landfill's flammable cell is separated from adjacent cells by a six-foot
- wide clay berm. .

2. The landfill's flammable cell contains its own leachate collection system -
and, consequently, is not hydraulically connected to the other landfill cells.

3. The landfill's flammable cell is located approximately 280 feet southeast of
the PCB cell (subcell V) and is adjacent to the cells containing the least e

amount of organic material (the heavy metals cell (subcell IlI) and thé=—"=—==——
pseudo-metals cell (subcell ). Further, the flammable cell is located
downwind of the prevailing winds on the landfill site, thus reducing the
possibility of a fire spreading to other areas of the landfill in the event of

such an occurrence.

4. Operational procedures require that soil and ash be placed on top of the
flammable wastes when such wastes are placed in the landfill. This will
provide an inert barrier between different waste types to prevent in situ

reactions from occurring.

I have determined that the above-cited waivers will not present an unreasonable
risk of injury to health or the environment from PCB's.

My approval of Cecos Lan ill No. 3 is contingent on the following conditions
being met: :

A. Two additional monitoring wells must be. installed within 30 days of reccipt of v
this approval. Design details and drawings for the additional wells must be
submitted to EPA Region II, and approved prior to installation. The two

monitoring wells shall be located as follows:

L. One monitoring well approximately 50 feet west of the former location of
monitoring well No. 20, with the bottom of the well dug into bedrock. .

2. One monitoring well approximately 350 feet west and 50 feet north of the
former location of monitoring well No. 20, with the bottom of the well dug

into bedriock.



B. The following must be appended to your operational plan. (A copy of the

C.

D.

revised plan must be submitted to EPA Region II for approval.) &

L. All vehicles entering the landfill interior must undergo external rinsing at
designated wash areas before leaving the facility.

2. All vehicles coming in direct contact with PCB's must undergo the
decontamination procedures outlined in 40 CFR §761.43.
3
3. Prior to accepting sludges or liquids for disposal, the following procedures
shall be followed:

a. Batch testing must be performed on each shipment of sludges or liquids
to determine the PCB concentration. Analysis must be conducted in
accordance with the quality assurance procedures which are designated
in Condition E below. No shipments of sludges or liquids determined to
have a PCB conceitration above 500 ppm shall be accepted for disposal.

b. A representative sample of each shipment shall be obtained for the
purpose of determining the appropriate method of stabilization and/or
pretreatment. The sample must be stabilized and/or pretreated with a
highly-sorbent biologically-resistant material so that it contains 15
percent or less free liquid (as measured by comparing the weight of the
liquid to the weight of the total sample) after exposure to the structural
integrity test designated below. These same procedures developed for
stabilization and/or pretreatment of the representative sample shall be
applied to each shipment of sludges or liquids upon disposal.

Cecos shall utilize the structural integrity test specified in Proposed
Section 250.13(d)(2)(B) of Title 40 of the Code of Federal Re ulations
(published in 43 Federal Register 58956, December 18, 1978'5, or an
equivalent test that has been approved by EPA Region IL. |

A designation of the procedures employed for each representative
sample (and each shipment) shall be submitted to EPA Region II along
with the monthly reports. N

Within sixty days of your receipt of ‘this approval, a map _designating the
location of wash areas (referred to in your additional information submittal of
October 12, 1979 at Section B(3)(f)) and details on the procedures to be utilized
for collecting and disposing of wash area runoff must be submitted to EPA

Region IL

On a semi-annual basis during the operational life of the landfill, a copy of all
reports on site inspections, visits, drills, or recommendations from official
regulatory and/or safety organizations (including but not limited to fire
companies, hospital services and the U.S. Occupational Safety and Health
Administration) must be submitted to EPA Region IL



E. A joint report for Landfills Nos. 2 and 3 must be submitted to EPA Region Il on
a monthly basis, containing the results of monthly analyses of samples gptained

from the following:
L Monitoring wells Nos. 1, 18, 19 and 27;

2. The two monitoring wells designated in Condition A above;
3. Internal leachate from standpipes 38 and 58a (corpppsited);

4. Internal leachate from standpipes 59, 593, 60, 60a, 6l, 6la, 62 and 62a
(composited);

5.- Monitoring wells No. 10, 21 and 25;*

6. Internal leachate from standpipes &7 and 47a (composited);*
7. Internal leachate from standpipes 45, 45a, 46 and 46a (composited);*

8. Surface sampling points Nos. 1l and 12.

The above-listed samples shall be analyzed for at least the following
parameters:

a. PCB's
b. pH
c. Specific conductance

d. Volatile chlorinated organics.

The height ~f the internal leachate in the _above-designated standpipes and the
water elevations in the above-designated monitoring wells must be provided.
In all cases, the sampling and analytical procedures utilized must be specified.

The submittal of these monthly analyses (and all other reports required by this
letter) shall be made to: ]

United States Environmental Protection Agency
Region II

26 Federal Plaza

New York, N.Y. 10007

Attn: Permits Administration Branch

¥ After closure of Landiill No. 2, sample collection and analysis of thesc
monitoring points need be performed only on a semi-annual basis, and reports of

analyses submitted accordingly.
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The first submittal shall be accompanied by a manual of quality assurance
procedures used in the sampling and analyses at the above-listed sites: These
procedures employed by Cecos will be evaluated by EPA and shall be amended
by Cecos as is deemed necessary by EPA.

This Condition E supersedes Condition No. 2 in EPA's August 18, 1978 approval
for Landfill No. 2.

A report must be submitted to EPA RegionIlon a semi-annual basis indicating
the levels of organic priority pollutants contained in the samples obtained in
accordance with Condition E, above. In all cases, the sampling and analytical
procedures used shall be specified.

Testing for volatile chlorinated organics and organic priority pollutants must
be performed as designated in EPA Manual "Sampling and Analysis Procedures
for Screening of Industrial Effluents for Priority Pollutants" (copy in
Apperdix). -

At a frequency not to exceed once per month, EPA Region II may provide
Cecos with a quality assurance sample. This sample must be analyzed for the
same parmeters as the monitoring well samples specified in Condition E,
above, and submitted with the monthly report.

A report shall be submitted yearly, beginning no later than July 1, 1981, which
specifies the manner in which PCB's were handled at Cecos Landfill No. 3
during the previous calendar year. This report shall be in conformity with the
requirements set out at 40 CFR $761.45(b). ‘

At the time that Cecos Landfills Nos. 2 and/or 3 cease to be used for PCB~
disposal, a copy of the complete Facilities Inspection Report (as specified in
the Cecos application) shall be submitted. This report shall contain at a
minimum: '

l. A listing of the wastes accepted at each landfill and their disposal
location:s. )

2. Laboratory reports of the parameters and monitoring points listed in
Conditions E and F, above.

Similar Facilities Inspection Reports shall be compiled, for those items in 2,
above, at six month intervals during the period after closure, and shall be
submitted to EPA Region II. o .

Cecos must allow any duly-designated representative of EPA to inspect Cecos
Landfill No. 3, and all records and testing facilities; and to take such samples
as may be necessary so as to_monitor and enforce EPA's PCB Marking and
Disposal Regulations (40 CFR 37611 et. seq.). Any refusal by Cecos to allow
such an inspection (as authorized by Section 1l of TSCA) shall be grounds for
immediate termination of this approval. .



L. Cecos must adhere to all design specifications and operating procedures stated
in its application and supporting documents. (A complete list of these
documents is listed in the appendix.) Deviations from these specifications or
procedures are allowed only if my written authorization is provided. -

Approval for the Cecos Landfill No. 3 may be revoked, modified or otherwise
altered, at any time when 1 find that evidence indicates that a violation of the
conditions of this approval letter, 40 CFR Part 76l or other applicable rules and
regulations has occurred. Furthermore, receipt of evidence that a
misrepresentation of any material fact has been made in the Cecos application, or
that all relevant facts have not been disclosed, shall constitute sufficient causc

for revocation or modification of this approval.

This approval will be reconsidered after regulations governihg the perrriitting of

hazardous waste management facilities are promulgated pursuant to Section 3005

.

of the Resource Conservation and Recovery Act, 42 U.S.C. 36925.

Sincerely yours,

Charles S. Warren
Regional Administrator

cc: Commissioner Robert Flacke
NYSDEC

Norman Nosenchuck, P.E.
Director, Division of Solid Waste Management
NYSDEC

John McMahon
NYSDEC, Region IX

Enclosure
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Application Submitted by CECOS and Supporting Nocuments

"Engineering Report and Draft Envirormental Impact Statement for
Newco Chemical Waste Systems, Inc.'s, Solid Waste Management Secure
Landfill No. 3" - Revised Issue - 7/7/79.

"Hydrogeologic Investigation of Newco-Niagara Recycling site,
Niagara Falls, N.Y.," July 25, 1978 prepared by Roy F. Weston,
Exwiro_mnental Consultant Designers.

Computations of the structural soundness of the liner and the
entire internal leachate collection system as prepared by Gordon H.
Soderholm, Consulting Engineer (August 24, 1979) and modified by
Frank J. Miklitsch, Jr., P.E. (October 12, 1979).

"Spill Prevention Control and Countermeasure Plan for Newco Chemical——==—""
Waste Systems, Inc." February 23, 1979. . -

Exerpted pages 17-68 of the '"Newco Chemical Waste Systems, Inc.,
Water Treatment System', September 6, 1978, including plan sheets
NCD-11 and NCD-66.

Test results from the ground water monitoring points, as performed
by Rcra Reserach, Inc. between 1/78 and 6/79.

Tonawanda West Quadrangle - New York 7.5 minute series planimetric-
second edition 1976 (1" - 2000').

Calspan Soil Analysis
Haselely clay (summit mall) - Report 9/25/79
On-site clay - Reports 11/21 and 12/4/78.

Pittsburgh Testing Laboratory Analysis
On-site slag material - Report 11/9/79.

Operational chart - 10/12/79.

Drawing Nos.
NCD - 2 with revision #6
NCD - 13 with revision #4
NCD - 43 with revision #5
NCD - 44 with revision #6
NCD - 53
NCD - 55 with revision #3
NCD - 107 with revision #2

NCD - 108 with revision #1

NCD - 120
NCD - 126 with revision #2



NCD - 127
NCD - 128
NCD - 129
NCD - 130
NCD - 131
NCD - 132
NCD - 133
NCD - 138
NCD - 214
NCD - 215
NCD - 216
NCD - 217
NCD - 218
NCD - 227
S-79383-01

with revision
with revision
with revision
with revision
with revision
with revision
with revision
with revision
with revision
with revision
with revision
with revision
with revision

A
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L Jm-’onMAnoN REQULSTEL )OR
sx:cums LANDFILL NO. 3

NEWCO CHEMICAL WASTE SYSTEMS, INC.

General

1.

3.

The transmitted 1" = 2000' scale site map (Exhibit 8) indicates

the location of known public and private drinking watef supplies.
Hydrogeological information for the proposed landfill site is
contained in the Hydrégeologic Investiga‘tion of the NEWCO-'
Niagara Recycling Site, Niagara Falls, ?NY as prepared by
Weston Environmental Consultants - Designers (Exhibit 1). 'A
copy of this report is transmitted with this submission.

Awaiting Calsp.an report (Exhibit 9)

Specific Additions to Scctions of Application

1.

Section 4.3.3.2 (Access Routes and Site Roads)
All roads within the site, with the éxception of the bituminous
concrete access road from the 56th Street gate to the scalehouse,
are constructed of slag, clay and cinder mixture. Construr.:tions
of this type are highly suseptable to weather in regard to
settlement and potholing. Grading and recrowning to provide
smoothness and proper dra.u\\g\_?‘: 1 be accomplished as the ne=d
XO the periods of intense

\‘\“ s
‘.fm\'uage on service roads to the landfill

arises with special att&li; -\\ quv\p
precipitaﬁon. Surface\d

will be controlled to specific drainzge channels. This will
contribute to control of any spills or contamination in that flow
in these channels could be blocked and any contaminates removed

to secure areas.

"Request Clarificaticn of Requirements.

Scction 4.7 (Operational and Post Operational Contingency Plans)
a.) The locaticn of lccal fire departments and hospitals are

indicated on 1" = 2000' scale site map included in this submission.

fFxhihit B



b) & c) I‘.. ?rcply to the several questions 0:1 coordination
and contingency planning, we are including in this sub-
mission a copy of the report "Spill Prevention Control
and Countermeasure Plan for NEWCO CHEMICAL WASTE
SYSTEMS, INC." (Exhibit 5§) This report indicatt;s the
standing methods and procedures established to respond
to any type of emergency. It also %ndicates training
procedures and personnel reponsibilities.
d.) As per secfions 8.2.5-4 and 8.2.10 of the application
report, non-drained transformers will not be accepted
for disposal at this site.
e.) Flow in the drainage swale around the proposed landfill
site is monitored monthly at surface water test points
#11 anci 12 as indicaied on plah sheet NCD-44. Testing
would be more frequent after a spill on the site. If th_e
test results indicate contamination of the ditch flow, out-
fall from the ditch to the 47th Strcet intercepter sewer
would be blocked in the area of test site # 11 and contaminated
material would be R{\ i 3 to the on-site treatment plant or
to holding ar & *' .\.“aXent The on-site treatment
plant is desig :t.d to reduce PCB concentratmns to less
than 0.0(;1 mg /1 before discharge. An excerpted portion
of the engineering report for this facility is included
indicating the processes and -f;acilitiés available at the
plant.
Normal surface water flow quantites entering the.Niagara
Falls sewer system is not greatly affected by site operations.

The major change in flow is generated by discharge fiom

the water treatment fucility on theorder of 160,000 to

"



) -
200,00(0 }gallday. In discussions with L\l{o City of Niagara
Falls it was determined thaﬁ this disqhaige c‘ould be
accepted by the sewage treatment plant. The design
of the city plant is such that all types of contaminints
generated would be treated.
The possibility of a sewer backup is remote, since
outfall is into a main intercepter séw,er to the city
trcatment plant. If this event shoﬁd occur or if a
non-flow condition develops in the ditch, contaminated
material would be pumped into holding areas for future
treatment when positive flow is restored.
£.) If contaminants are located outside of designated secure
ai‘eas. wash areas with provisions for collecting the run-
off are provided on the site.
The final drawings on file indicate that sheet NCD-127 has
been corrected to comply with the comments indicated in this
section. '
Backup calculations reque i fying the structural sound-

ness of the lYiner an 1,‘ ") ternal leachate collection

system have been mcmded in this transmission (Exhibit 2-4].

The calculations wers perfor;ned for landsite £2, however,
the design of site #3 is similar and identical calculations apply.
In regards to susidenc.e, we feel_ that the expected sub-
sidence will be a minimum based on.the following points:
1. Liquids are not acceptable in the landfill beyond
our permit limits.
2. Each four (4) foot lift supports highway loadings
equiira‘lcnt to fully loaded eighteer (18) wheel high-

way.trailers. The heavy wheel loads further con-



#r. Louts E, Wagnep * %" <>/ 7 0o~ el BYE oa mr P EE
President, dewco Chemical A -
Waste Systems; Inc.
4626 Royal Avanue : .

~ dfagara Falls, lew York 14303

Dear Hr. Magner: .

This Tetter responds to the application submitted by Kewco Chemical
Systems, Inc. (Newco) dated July 15, 1979 (with additienal inforza-
tion subaftted on August 24, 1979) requesting the approval of the
Regional Adminfstrator of the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
(EPA) for a eodification of {ts existing disposal site at Packard
Road, Nfagara Falls, New York. Specifically, the requested modifi-

o .cation would add four (4) fect to the height of Secure Landfill lo. 2.

Secura Landfi11 Ho. 2 was originally approved by EPA as a sfte for
the disposal of polychlorinated biphenyls (PC3's) on August 13, 1973.
The original approval was granted pursuant to EFA regulations for the
disposal and marking of PC3's, 40 CFR Part 761. L@ :

My staff has perforred a comprehensive evaluation of the proposed
modification. Based on the results of that evaluation, I hage deter-
e mined to approve of the request to tncrease the capacity of Secure
-~ Landfi11 No.- 2. This approval is effective {mmed{atel:” and 1s con-
tingent on Hewco's compliance with all conditions of the original
. approval in addition to the following supplemental conditions:

‘1. “Sarpling of monftoring wells nucbers 8, 10, 18 and 19, shall be -
~ performed on a monthly basis. This replaces the monitoring re-
quirements specified in condition 2 of the original approval. .

2. Hater el'evations in al of 'tbe sonitoring wells shall be {ncluded
in the report requ'ired by condition 2 of Athe original approval.
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: _' - o If ou have an,y uestions regarding the conditions set forth 1n th‘ls
: f let{er. please hgve your staff contact efither John Frisco or Catherine e
Massinino of w staff They can be reached at (212) 264-0504. N Y ) )
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i, o T g - Jetter responds to the application submitted by Newco Chemical Waste
GeosoFhes ) Systems, Inc. ("Newco™) requesting approval by the Regional Administrator of the
%% .. .. . --United States Environmental Protection Agency, Region II ("EPA"). for the
i 7w operation of a landfill to be utilized for the disposal of polychlorinated biphenyls ... -
("PCB's") at Newco's Niagara, New York facility. EPA hereby grants the
EinoeF o “ - pequested. approval for & period of three years beginning on the date of this -
.. <.. =\ Jetter, based upon the findings and subject to the conditions and limitations
~ - Regulations governing the disposal. and marking of PCB's were promulgated on
- Pebruary 17, 1978 and published beginning at page 7150 of the Federal Register of
& that date (43 FR 7150). They are to be codified as Part 76[of Tile 40 of the
© 7 Code of Federal Regulations (40 CFR §76L1 et ). These regulations,
' promulgated pursuant to Section 6(eXD) of the Toxic Substances Control Act, 15
77 U.8.C. §2601 et seq. (TSCA), were effective as of April 18, 1978, aid provide that -
7" -after that daTe disposal of PCB's is permitted only at facilities approved by the
“.. Regional Administrator of the EPA Region in which the facility i{slocated. - -

5 e Y . Newco has requested, by its application dated April 24, 1978, that Secure Landfill
“ 0. 7 No. 3 at its Packard Road site, Niagars, New York, be approved as a PCB
- | disposal site. This landfill presently has a permit fssued by the New York State
Department of Environmental Conservation to accept and dispose of hazardous ‘.

E: IR A public comment period was provided by EPA from May 29, 1978 to June 28, -
@ - . - 1978 on the Newco application. The public comments that have been received
o . .- have been considered in my evaluation of the suitability of Secure Landfill No. 2
- as a PCB disposal site. After review ‘of the submitted appication and the
comments received, I have decided that Secure Landfill No. 2 merits approval for
a three year period. This approval is based upon my evaluation that this landfill
meets all of the requirements of 40 CFR §76L41 (Chemical Waste Landfills) with

“the following exceptions: o _



et g B g S
g L The landfin ia not at Ieast fii'ty feet trom the nearest groundwater,. .

Pt -~ " and its.orientation to-the high groundwater table is not in-striet- =~ .
3 B compliance with the requirements of 40 CFR S76L41(b)(2). However, .~ -. = ..
L - because the landfill is designed to collect internal leachate via - .

. " eollection sumps, and is. equipped with a clay liner of sufficilent -

: thickness and low permeability, it is my assessment that the landfill's .= -

o ,.r.._.~ .=e-.‘,,_<_.

X The landﬁn operata with an internal ieachate oonection system
. rather than a leachate collection monitoring system installed beneath - .
- the landfill, as is specified in 40 CFR §76L41(b)(6). However, the °

o internal leachate collection system, operated with a program that -
includes ' regular- pumping out ‘of excess leachate and monthly :

‘i‘he fencing installed around the landﬁll is not in strict eompliance
" with the requirement of 40 CFR S76L41(b)(8), but it appears to be

capable of deterring unauthorized entry onto the site, and is an
acceptablewbstitutetortheregmatoryprovision. -

_--.~....—-

| I have determined that the above-cited waivers will not present an unreasonable

o risk of injury to health or the environment trom PCB's.

met.

.

% Within thirty- days ot you_r receipt ot’ this approval, warning' signs‘ must -

be posted at regular intervals along the landfill perimeter which at a

~ minimum shall warn that hazardous chemicais are preeent and that
"zi unauthorized entry is prohibited.

A report must be submitted to the BPA Region lI office ona monthly
- basis containing the results of a monthly analysis of monitoring wells

design win prevent leachate migration into ground or surface water. - :

. gmonitoring should. adequately prevent leachate problems at the' ."_’:_

My approval of the Newco I.andfin is eontigent on the foliowing conditions being g

.. ... -numbers 20, 19 and 8; surface sampling points numbers Il and 12; and
" - of the internal leachate for at least the following parameters: -

e EeEs, Y U

e

b
2

e .: specif‘ceonductance, and .

a4 chlorinated orgenia |

" The height of the internal leachate in the applicable standpipes must also be
. provided. In all cases, the sampling and analytxcel procedures used shall be

specifxed.
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